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LONDON, APRIL 19, 1890, c 
CURRENT TOPICS. 
Lorp Justice Bowen was able on Thursday last to take his seat 
in Court of Appeal No. 2. His lordship appears to be in excellent 
health. 





THE SHORTENED ROAD to the bar, opened up to solicitors by the 
new Consolidated Regulations of the Inns of Court, is not likely to 
remain untraversed. We understand that no fewer than fourteen 
solicitors have already given notice, at Lincoln’s-inn alone, of their 
intention to seek call to the bar. 





Aurnoven Mr. Justice Kay has not as yet returned to his duties 
in court, it is reported o eet authority that the learned judge is 
steadily progressing tow convalescence. Two or. three weeks 
is the time mentioned as likely to elapse before his return, but, 
having regard to the short duration of the present sittings, it 
appears possible that his absence will be prolonged over the 
Whitsuntide Vacation. 





Ir 1s unDERsTOoD that the Treasury officials have taken alarm at 
the fact of a considerable reduction existing in the amount of the 
oe of court since ae begin in 1884. Inquiries — 

en set on foot with a view of ascertaining where precisel 
falling off arises, and it is probable that, iar hit eae Ga 
present scale of fees of court will be revised. One cause for the 
reduction may no doubt be traced to the adoption, in a vast 
number of instances, of originating summonses for obtaining 
which was formerly only to be obtained in an action or 
Summonses of this class are adjourned to be argued in court in 
large numbers, and it frequently happens that as much time is 
taken up in hearing one of these as it takes to try an action. 
fee on issuing an originating summons is ten shillings, 
on the order is ten shillings, while the feeon setting down an action 
for trial is two pounds, and the fee on the order is one pound. If 
it is necessary to make any alteration in the existing scale, an open- 
ing here presents itself for the exercise of a discreet amendment. 





We rruvt elsewhere an able and careful report by a special com~ 
mittee of the Incorporated Law Society on the Companies (Wind- 
ing-up) Bill, 1890. The committee draw attention in the forefront 
of their observations to the change which appears to be contem- 
plated in the judicial and administrative staff by whom liquidations 
of companies are now conducted, and most properly suggest that 
the nature of the change should be stated in the Bill, and not left 
to be carried out by rule; and we are particularly glad to see their 
remark that ‘‘The Bill leaves far too wide and im ¢ matters 
'e rules. The evils of this mode of 


devise new untried machinery 
amendment of the old machinery, 
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ion nowadays is made to serve for the creation of new 
staffs of officials and the exaltation of the powers of the Rule- 


Making Cadi. 


We vsperstanp that the following is the new procedure 
directed in the Queen’s Bench Division for the purpose of 
enforcing awards under submissions to arbitration pursuant to 
section 12 of the Arbitration Act, 1889:—The application is to 
be made by summons to a master in chambers, and the applicant 
is to produce before the master the original award (or a duplicate 
thereof), together with a copy (both to be verified by affidavit), 


intituled, ‘In the Matter of an Arbitration between 
&e. ? 


subject to any necessary variations :— 
. “On hearing, &c., and on reading the affidavit of 


filed herein, and the award [or duplicate award] thereia 
referred to, it is ordered that A. B., the applicant, be at 
liberty to enforce the said award in the same manner asa 


judgment to the same effect.” 
On this subject it will be remembered that under rule 7 (ord. 42, 
r. 31a) of the Rules of the Supreme Court of December, 1889, 
an award may, with the leave of the court or a judge (i.e., 
master), and on such terms as may be just, be enforced at any 
time, though the time for moving to set it aside has not elaps+d ; 
and that, with regard to the application by summons towards 
obtaining an order, in the terms above given, for liberty to enforce 
the award, it would be advisable to add to the summons the usual 
paragraph for payment of the costs of the application to the 
applicint. 





Pexnars tae most interesting portion of the recently-issued 
annual statenent of the Bar Committee is that which relates to 
the recent sppointment, by Lord Corentneg, of revising barristers 
in London, Westminster, and Middlesex, and the metropolitan 
boroughs. The correspondence which has taken place between 
the h secretary of the committee and the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice is set out at length, and is given by us in another column. 
With all respect for the Lord Chief Justice, we think that the tone 
and terms of his letter are, to speak mildly, regrettable. They 
savour of the Supreme Being addressing black beetles. We think 
that, on reflection, Lord Coreziwcr will remember that he was 
for many years 2 member of the body whose representatives 
he ceremoniously snubs, and that probably he was then not 
lees keen than they are now in respect for precedent and 
eastom. The ground of complaint is that the Lord Chief 
Justice has been disregarding the well-established practice as 
te the appointment to the above-mentioned revising barrister- 
ships of members of the chancery bar. It is true, as he points 
out, that ‘‘ the power and duty of msking these sppointments are 
given to the Lord Chief Justice by Acts of Parliament avd Orders 
mm Council” By 6 &7 Vict. c. 18, s. 28, “the Lord Chief Justice 
of the Court of Queen’s Bench shall, in the month of July or August 
im every year, appoinst #0 many barristers as he sha!l deem neces- 
sary to revise the lists of voters for that year for the county of 

and for the City of London, the City of Westminster, 
aad the severs! boroughs in the County of Middlesex.” A subse- 
quent pert of the same section limited the number (except as 
a ar ee of revising barristers for the above-named 
districts and places to three. Section 29 gave power to the Lord 
Crich Justice to sppoint additional revising barristers in case of 
death, illness, absence, or insufficiency of number. Now from 
1642, when this statute was passed, till 146%, there is, we believe, 
00 fas as those who have looked into the matter can ascertein, no 
instance A wny barrister practiving at the common law bar having 
oa sppriated | to revise any list of voters for what we may call the 
ray ° emer Gistsicts. If this is not a well-established ice, it 
a to wzy whet can be one; and there is no os 
oe ee ee during these 
forty years. 


Tax rats oxy A the wedge wos introduced about vix yeors ogo. 


The verified copy of the award must be subsequently filed 
in the Writ, &c., Department of the Central Office on issuing 
execution. The master’s order (which will sufficiently indicate 
the form of the above-mentioned summons) will be as follows, 


to the estates of persons adjudged bankrupt.” 


LC 

that in 1883 the three revising barristers were Messrs. O. J. 
Wittiamsoy, Atcernon Barnurst, and J. N. Goren, each 
described in the Law List of that year as “equity draftsman 
and conveyancer.”’ In 1884 we believe Mr. Goren was ill—at 
any rate Mr. Roperr Watrace (North-Eastern Circuit and West 
Riding of Yorkshire and Leeds Sessions) was appointed in his 
place. In 1885, Mr. Wattace having been elected a member of 
Parliament, Mr. Jouw Macponett (described as ‘“‘parl. dr., 8. 
East. Cire., Surrey Sess.””) was chosen in his stead In this year 
also Mr. L, L. Suapwett (described as ‘conv. and eq. dr., Oxford 
Cire., Worcester Sess.””) was appointed as an additional reviser. 
The change in the recognized practice of forty years did not pass 
unnoticed, but was the subject of a complaint to the Bar Committee at 
the end of 1885 or the beginning of 1886, on which followed some 
correspondence with Lord Corxripez, the result of which appar- 
ently satisfied the committee that in future the old practice would 
be recognized and followed. Throughout 1886, 1887, and \888 
Messrs. O. J. Witttamson, Batuurst, Macponert, and SaapvweLr 

were what may be called the regular revisers, and Mr. Gzorcr 
Witt1amson (practising at the chancery bar), and another gentle- 
man, were during the whole or part of this period additional revisers, 
the “‘ additionals” being appointed either under section 29 of 6 & 7 
Vict. c 18, or an Order in Council made under 36 & 37 Vict. c. 70, 

s. 3. By 49 & 50 Vict. c. 42, 8. 2, it was provided that if at any 
time after avy 5th of September it should be made to appear to one 
of her Majesty’s principal Secretaries of State that the number of 
revising barristers was insufficient, he should signify such fact by 

notice under his hand to a judge sitting at chambers, who should 
thereupon appoint such number of duly qualified barristers as were 

specified in such notice to act as additional revisers. And under 

this section Mr. Justice Denman, in 1888, strictly following the 

well-established practice, appointed Messrs. F. G. Bacsnawe, 

Rosert Campsett, and LL Gorpow Rossiys (all chancery men)-as 

additional revisers. In 1889 Mr. Macponett had been appointed 

a matter of the Queen’s Bench Division, and on the 6th of April, 

1889, an Order in Council increased the number of revising 

barristers to be appointed for the county of Middlesex and 

for the City of London, and boroughs of such portions of 

the county of London as is situate north of the Thames, 

from three to eight, and on the circuits from eighty-two to 

ninety-one. In 1889 Mesers. Bacsnawe, Campsett, and Rossrs 

were left to take their holidays without being troubled with the 

revision of lists of voters, Messrs. O. J. Wirt1amson, Baruunst, 

Smapwett, Watiace, and G. Wiit1amson were reappointed, and 

three gentlemen, who had not previously revised, were appointed by 

Lord Coteripce—viz., Mr. W. Howranp Rozerts (described as 

“sp. pl., West. Cire., Devon and Exeter Sessions’), Mr. Faeperic 

Corertpce Macxanness (described as of ‘'Oxfd. Circ. and Sess. 

(Cape Bar) ’’), and Mr. W. F. Wensrer (of the chancery bar). Mr. 

Wensree was called in May, 1882. Mr. Roserrs was called in 

July, 1878. Mr. Macxanness was called in June, 1879; he is, we 

are informed, a relative of Lord Coreriper. 





Tue case of Re Hargreaves (ante, p. 347), decided by Court of 
Appeal No. 2, reveals the existence of a singular anomaly result- 
ing from section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875—viz., that an 
annuitant who, by virtue of that section would (and but for that 
section would not) be entitled to come in and prove as a creditor 
under an order made by the court for the administration 
of the assets of a deceased person who has died insolvent, 
is not entitled himself, in the character of a creditor, to 
obtain an order for the administration of those assets s0 
lopg os no payment of the annuity is in arrear. It will be 
remembered that section 10 provides that, ‘‘in the administra- 
tion by the court of the assets of any persen who may die after 
the commencement of this Act, and whose estate may prove to be 
insufficient for the payment in full of his debts and liabilitios 
+ + + + the same rules shall prevail and be observed as to the 
r ive rights of secured and unsecured creditors, and as to 


debts and lisbilitics provable, and as to the valuation of annuities 
and future and contingent Iiabilities respectively, as may be in 


force for the time being under the law of bankruptcy with respect 


In the present case 





0 & tatement which bas been furvished to us, it appears 


a testator had entered into a covenant to pay to trusteos during 
the life of his divorced wife an annuity of £500, to be held by 
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them upon trusts for the benefit of her and her children. 
The annuity was to be considered as sccruing from day to 
day, but was to be paid by equal quarterly payments on 


the usual quarter days. At the death of the testator in October, | of the 


1889, no instalment of the annuity was in arrear. On the 13th 
of December the trustees issued an originating summons against 
the testator’s executors for the administration of his estate, 
claiming to be creditors for the capital value of the annuity, 
‘which was, according to the Succession Duty Tables, £8,386. 
The instalment of the annuity due at Christmas, 1889, was duly 
paid by the executors. They admitted that, if the capital value 
was to be taken into account, the estate was insolvent. The other 
debts due amounted to £1,857, and the assets (after deducting 
funeral and other expenses) were worth only £4,349. It was 
clear, therefore, that, if the assets were being administered by the 
court, section 10 would apply, and the trustees would be entitled 
to prove, as in bankruptcy, for the capital value of the annuity. 
But were they, therefore, entitled, as creditors, to obtain an order 
for the administration of the estate? Both Mr. Justice Norra 
and the Court of Appeal answered this question in the negative. 
Before the passing of the Judicature Act, the trustees, so long as 
the quarterly instalments of the annuity were duly paid, could 
not have sued the executors at law on the testator’s covenant, 
nor could they have obtained an order for the administra- 
tion of the estate. And the court held that section 10 
did not confer any new right to bring an action for adminie- 
tration, but that it only regulated, the mode of administra- 
tion when an order for administration had been obtained. 
As Lord Justice Lryptry said, the Legislature “‘ had not interfered 
with the administration of assets, except in legal proceedings; out 
of court executors would have to administer the assets in the seme 
way as before the Act.” If an administration order had been 
made the trustees would have been entitled ta prove for the value 
of the annuity ; as it was, they were only entitled to payment of 
the instalments of the annuity as they became due. The result 
would clearly be this, that the other creditors would be paid in 
full, and in course of time, if the wife should survive, the fund 
applicable to the payment of the annuity would be exhausted. 
The court admitted that it was a strange thing that the rights of 
the annuitant should differ according as an order had or had not 
been made for the administration of the estate, but they did 
not see how to escape from this construction of the Act. It 
is difficult to believe that such a result was really intended by the 
Legislature ; probably it was not foreseen. Now, however, that 
the blot has been detected it may be hoped (especially as one of the 
learned counsel engaged in the case is a member of the Houre of 
Commons) that the attention of the Legislature may be soon 
directed to the matter, and that an attempt may be made to put an 
end to this curious anomaly, and to render the law on the subject 
more consistent. 


* 





By a curtous coincidence the decision of the Divisional Court 
(Huppieston, B., and Granrnam, J.) in Gifford, Fox, § Co. v. 
Ohard Union has come just in time to give oo to the discussion 
in the House of Commons on the Rating of Machinery Bill. By 
the Parochial Assessment Act (6 & 7 Will. 4, o. 96) it is clear that 
the subject of rating is ‘ hereditaments,” and it might have been 
supposed that only the strict value of the hereditament by iteelf 
was meant to be taken. But by a long series of decisions, of 
which Laing vy. Overseers of Bishop Wearmouth (8 Q. B. D. 299) 
is the most striking, it has been settled that where there is 
machinery upon premises, which is essentially necessary for the 
business carried on there, and is intended to remain there perma- 
nently so long as the use of the premises remains the same, the 
value of such machinery must be into account in ascertain- 
ing the rateable value, even though the machinery is capable of 

ng removed without injury to itself or the freehold. Such 
was the judgment delivered in the above case, upon a review 
of the previous caer, by a court consisting of Cooxnvan, C J. 
Matton and Lven, JJ., and it was adopted by the Court of Appeal 
in Tyne Boiler Works vy. Overseere of (18 Q. B.D. 81 


). 
The recent case related to machin in a lace masa: teem 
thero was some attempt made to datagsiah i the ry 


when it was clear what construction the courts put upon the law, 
it has been for the Legislature to consider whether the tax thus 
imposed on machinery is within their intention. From the course 
¢ discussion so far, it appesrs that the answer to this will be 
in the negative. 





On THE sussect of the recent correspondence in our columns on 
the discharge of a solicitor, and serbitity Mr. Dowse’s letter 
the inabili 4 

from 


a 


(ante, p. 361) in reference to 
to obtain the removal of his name the record, a 
spondent says: ‘‘ Does not this point seem to 
being taken to remedy the present state of affairs? Take the case 
of a client whose action might be of such a nature as to reasonably 
justify the solicitor in declining to consider him a client any longer. 
ntil released by his client, the solicitor is appsrently bound to 
continue to act, and renders himself liable to the penalties for negli- 
gence unless he gives complete i attention to the client’s 
interests. Incidentally I the other day of a case where the 
client was, pendente lite, imprisoned for a criminal offence, when 
the solicitor was placed in the awkward predicament indicated.” 








THE LUNACY ACT, 1890. 
I 


For many years the question of the consolidation of the lunacy 
statutes has been a pressing one, and in the Act just passed it 
ap’ to have received a v i solution. The diffi- 
culty of the subject has been caused by different classes of 
lunatics and the different statutes applicable to each. Thus there 


are (1) Chancery lunatics, or lunatics so found by inquisition ; (2 
lunaties not so found, but detained as private patients in li 

houses or elsewhere; (3) pauper lunatics; and (4) criminal 
lunatics. The condition of the first class has been governed 
hitherto by the Lunacy Regulation Acts of 1853 (16 & 17 
70) and 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 86); of the second by the 
Acts of 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 100) and 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. 
and of the third by the Lunatic Asylums Act, 1853 ( 

c. 97); while the Lunacy Acts Amendment Act, 1862 
Vict. c. 111), was in its isi 
have now been repealed, 
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Amendment Act was to have come into force on the Ist of May in 
the present year, but it has now been repealed and its provisions 
incorporated in the Consolidation Act, for which in turn the same 
date of commencement has now been assigned. This is divided 
into twelve parts, and in arrangement and language is a great im- 
provement on any of the statutes which it repeals. 

Part I—Reception of lunatics.—One of the recommendations of 
the Select Committee was that the same procedure should apply to 
all lunatics, whether with or without property requiring protection, 
whether private patients or paupers, and whether conveyed to the 
lunatic wards of workhouses or to hospitals or asylums. Had this 
been adopted a great simplification of the law would have ensued, 
but, in view of the varying circumstances which arise, such a 
course was imporsible, and it became necessary to continue the 
existing distinctions as to the preliminary dealings with lunatics of 
different classes. The main point of resemblance between the 
cases is that a reception order of some kind is now always required 
—an order, that is, issued by authority, in contradistinction to the 
former s0-called order with regard to private patients, which was, 
in reality, simply a request made by a near friend or other person 
to the keeper of the asylum, asking him to receive the patient. Of 
these new reception orders, there are the following varieties :— 

(a.) Reception orders made on petition—The procedure last 
mentioned was bared on section 4 of the Lunacy Act, 1853, which 
required that no person (not being a pauper) should be received 
into any licensed house without an order of some person, accom- 
panied by a statement of certain particulars and by two medical 
certificates. The present Act, on the contrary, institutes a judicial 
authority, and requires an order for the” reception of private 
patients to be made on petition to such authority. The persons 
intrusted with this authority are stated in section 9 to be a justice 
of the specially appointed in the manner defined in section 
10, a judge of county courts, or a stipendiary or police magistrate, 
each respectively having juriediction in the place where the lunatic 
is. At the same time, it is provided by section 4 (1) that no 
reception order shall be made by a relative of the person applying 
for it, or of the lunatic, or of the husband or wife of the lunatic. 

But while in the actual making of the order all influences 
of relationsbip are excluded, it is otherwise with the petition 
for the order, and, under section 5, this must be presented, if pos- 
sible, by the husband or wife, or by a relative, of the alleged lunatic. 
If not, then the petition must state the reason, and also the con- 
nection of the petitioner with the alleged lunatic, and the circum- 
stances under which he presents the petition. Further precautions 
are introduced by providing that the petitioner must be at least 
twenty-one years of age, that he has personally seen the alleged 
lunatic within fourteen days before the presentation of the petition, 
and he must undertake to visit him, either personally, or by a per- 
son specifically appointed for the purpose, once at least in every 
six months. The former law is continued in the provision of sec- 
tion 4 (2) that the petition is to be accompanied by a statement of 

and by two medical certificates. 
_ The procedure to be adopted on the presentation of the petition 
is prescribed in section 6, and is designed to make the interference 
of the judicial authority s reality. If everything is clear, an order 
may be made immediately on presentation of the petition, but 
otherwise a day for considering it is to be appointed, not more than 
seven days from the date of presentation, and, upon such hearing, 
an adjournment for any period not exceeding fourteen days is 
allowed for the procuring of further evidence or information. The 
jedicial authority, moreover, on his own account, may make such 
further inquiries concerning the alleged lunatic as he may think 
fit, and may also, if he thinks it necessary, visit him. If a reception 


examination of the lunatic by the judicial authority has taken 
place, for otherwise, under section 8, # is entitled to A this, 
only now it must be by some judicial authority other than the one 
which made the order. Yor this purpose the manager of the 
in which the lunatic has been placed is bound, within 
twenty-four hours of his reception, to give him notice of his right 
to an examinstion, and must ascertain whether he desires to 
exercise it. A manager who omits to do this is guilty of a mis- 
An a ogg is made, however, in cases where the 
institution 6 a certificate that the 

right will be prej to the , 
Act introduces 


et 
a 


6) Urgency orders—Aa already stated, 





these orders for the first time, and gives them a limited validity, 
They are not made by the judicial authority, but, like the old 
orders, simply by a relative or friend. Section 11, by which they 
are regulated, requires that they should be made, if possible, by 


Otherwise, as in the case of petitions, the reason for the deviation 
must be stated. The order is to be accompanied by one medical 
certificate, and is to remain in force for seven days from its date, 
or, if a petition is pending, then until the petition is finally dis- 
posed of. The occasions on which an urgency order may be used 
are defined as those upon which “‘it is expedient, either for the 
welfare of a person (not a pauper) alleged to be lunatic, or for 
the public safety, that the alleged lunatic should be forthwith 
placed under care and treatment.” The Select Committee reported 
that in Scotland a similar mode of proceeding upon an emergency 
certificate, signed by one medical man, was found to work well, 
and that it appeared from the evidence that the speedy treatment 
secured in this way was so efficacious that in many cases no 
further certificate was required, as the patient was discharged 
before the expiration of the three days during which it was valid. 
It may be presumed that the seven days of the new urgency 
order will be still more efficacious, though it may subject eccentric 
individuals to well-meant efforts to cure what their friends may be 
pleased to regard as incipient insanity. : 

(c.) Reception after inquisition—Where a lunatic has been 
already so found by inquisition there is, of course, no necessity for 
the foregoing procedure, and, under section 12, an order for his 
reception in an institution for lunatics may be signed by his com- 
mittee, or, where none has been appointed, by a master in 
lunacy. 

(d.) Summary reception orders.—These contemplate three classes 
of lunatics—(1) lunatics not under proper care and control, or 
cruelly treated or neglected ; (2) pauper lunatics residing at home ; 
and (3) lunatics, whether pauper or not, wandering at large. 
These three classes are dealt with in sections 13, 14, and 15, 
which, with the subsequent sections to section 22, reproduce in 
a greatly improved form sections 67 and 68 of the Lunacy 
Asylums Act, 1853, and sections 2 and 3 of the Lunacy Acts 
Amendment Act, 1885. As to the first class, the initiative lies 
with the constables, relieving officers, and overseers of the parish 
within which the alleged lunatic, not being a pauper, and not 
wandering at large, is, and any of them, within three days of 
obtaining the requisite knowledge, is to lay an information before a 
justice specially appointed under the Act. He, with the assistance 
of two medical men, is to have the same power of making 4 
reception order as if a petition had been presented. With regard 
to paupers and lunatics, whether pauper or not, wandering at 
large, the procedure is different. As to the former, the medical 
officer of the union takes the initiative, and reports to the 
relieving officer, who brings the alleged lunatic before a justice; as 
to the latter, this is done at once by a constable, relieving officer, 
or overseer. The justice, apparently, need not be one specially 
appointed as a judicial authority under the Act. Once before him, 
however, the procedure in each case is the same, and he may make a 
reception order upon the certificate of one medical man, together with 
such other evidence as hemay require. Formerly, if analleged pauper 
lunatic could not, on account of his health or otherwise, be brou ght 
before a justice, a cler, n was allowed to go to him with the 
relieving officer, and make the order. But now this is abolished, 
and it seems to be considered enough to continue to the justice, by 
section 17, the power of examining the alleged lunatic at his own 
home or elsewhere. As under the Amendment Act of 1885, an 
alleged lunatic may in urgent cases be removed to the workhouse, 
but proceedings under the present Act mustthen be taken within 
three days. ae 

(e.) Reception order by two commissioners.—In addition to the 
above methods of detaining lunatics power ispby section 23, con- 
ferred on any two or more commissioners in certain cases to make 4 
reception order upon o single medical certificate. This may be 
done in regard to pauper lunatics and to alleged lunatics not in any 
institution or workhouse, and reproduces the provision of section 
32 of the Lunacy Act Amendment Act, 1862. q ; 

The new Act thus defines at the outset all the various ways in 
which an alleged lunatic can be deprived of his liberty, and, 

desired by the Select Committee not 





the uniformity 
een obtained, the law has gained very considerably in perspicuity. 





April 19, 1890, 





the husband or wife, or by a relative of the alleged lunatic. 
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REPORTS OF JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS. 


In the case of Macdougall vy. Knight, just decided in the Court of 
Appeal, a curious attempt was made to remedy by a second action 
mistakes supposed to have been committed on the trial of the first. 
In 1884 judg met was delivered by Norrn, J., in an action 
brought by Macpoveart against Kyrent & Son, and passages 
occurred in it which reflected on the plaintiff. Subsequently, the 
defendants, who were auctioneers at Bath, and against whom certain 
charges had been made, published the judgment as a pamphlet, 
and circulated it among their customers, but they did not publish 
the evidence upon which it had been founded. Thereupon 
the plaintiff brought an action for libel against them, and at the 
hearing the jury found that the pamphlet contained a fair, accurate, 
and honest report of the judgment, and that it had been published 
without malice. Upon these findings judgment was entered for 
the defendants. An application for a new trial on the ground of 
misdirection was made to the Divisional Court, and, failing there, 
was taken to the Court of Appeal (17 Q. B. D. 636). The main 
question argued was whether the report of a judgment was privileged, 
or whether, in order to secure the benefit of privilege, there must 
be a fair report of the trial as a whole. Upon this the court held 
in favour of the'defendants that, provided there were no malice, 
privilege attached to the publication of the report of a portion of a 
case only, and the decision ns pie to be based partly upon Lewis 
v. Levy (E. B. & E. 537), and partly upon the established practice 
of newspapers. In that case an action was brought sgainst the 
Daily Telegraph for publishing in separate parts an account of 
criminal ry aryr es which took place on three separate days, and 
it was held that these were privileged, but in relying upon-this the 
Court of Appeal did not advert much to the distinction between 
newspapers and private individuals, and regarded the law generally 
as based upon the desirability of giving publicity to legal proceed- 
ings. 

In the House of Lords, where the case was next taken (14 App. 
Cas. 194), the result was unfortunate, and the law lords declined 
to decide the interesting and important point thus raised. In the 
pleadings the defendants had stated, by way of defence, that the 
pamphlet contained a fair report of the judgment, and upon this, 
with other statements, the plaintiff joined issue. This, too, was 
the issue which the judge at Nisi Prius said he was going to 
leave, and actually did leave, to the jury. Hence it was said 
that the plaintiff ought to have at once suggested that the 
real question was whether the pamphlet contained a fai 
report of the trial as a whole, or, at any rate, that after the 
verdict he ought to have asked for judgment on the ground 
that the defence was bed. The Lord Chancellor said the former 
was the right course; Lord Bramwett appears to have favoured 
the'second. In any case it was held that the plaintiff had missed 


his chance, and, upon the point which had been raised, they both | warm! 


expressly refused to give an opinion. The Lord Chancellor said 
he was not prepared to admit that a judgment must necessarily 
be privileged, and he thought there was no presumption one way 
or the other as to whether a judge’s judgment does or does not 
give such a complete and substantially accurate account of the 
matters upon which he is adjudicating as to bring it within privi- 
lege. And Lord Bramwett remarked that he was by no means 
prepared to say that, under the circumstances, there was not a 
cause of action on the part of the plaintiff against the defendants 
for libel for the publication of the judgment unaccompanied by the 
ie wena Me may also be noted that the Lord Ceol contem- 
plated with apparent equanimity the possibilit putting before 
a jury both the judgment ry the ag asking them 
whether the judgment did$truly represent all the evidence. 

Under these circumstances, it is not surprising, perhaps, that the 
plaintiff thought that if he could bring tis case to trial again he 
might meet with better success, at any rate, if he could carry it 
once more as far as the House of Lords. For this purpose he hit 
upon the expedient of selecting some different out of the 
pamphlet from those previously relied upon, and on these started a 
new action for libel. At the outset both the master, and then 
Grantuam, J,, dismissed it as being frivolous and vexatious, but in 
the Divisional Court he met with the first gleam of success in the 
protracted litigation, and Lord Coxearper, 0.J., and Maruew, J., 
permitted him to upon giving an undertaking to pay the 


costs of the former action. Against that decision the present 


fair | Mr. Erez presents his compliments to the editor of 





appeal was brought. The Divisional Court appear to have been 
influenced by the case of Brunsden v. Hump (53 L. J. Q. B. 
476), where separate actions were allowed to be brought, arisi 
out of the same act of negligence. A cab and a cabman had 
been hurt in a collision. The cabman sued first for damage to his cab, 
and,at a later time, when personal injuries had developed themselves, 
for damage to himself, and it was held that distinct rights, one of 
property, the other of personal safety, had been infringed, and that he 
had separate causes of action in respect of each. But clearly this had 
no bearing on the present case, where the extracts relied on in each 
rere hg out of - rame a Se it would be, 
Fay, L.J., said, impossible to assess the damages separately in re- 
spect of each. More im was the coweideration of the effect 
to be given to the remarks of the Lord Chancellor and Lord Brau- 
WELL above to, to ald 
as throwing any doubt on the law as laid down in the Court of 
Appeal. Upon this the Master of tl 
emphatic, and protested against the idea that the judgment of a 
judge could, with any pro be i 1 
for them to state whether it was fairly based upon the evidence. 
To his mind there was 
so based, and consequently its publication was p 
It must be admitted, of course, that the law is not altered by 
meré doubts expressed in the House of Lords, especially in cases 
where, like the present, the who was interested in 
such doubts has not been heard; and th of 
naturally enough in reiterating the view of the la 
had previously adopted. Moreover 
the House of Lords treated the case, it is ble 
would have viewed with disfavour an attempt to raise 
uestions for which they considered the time had gone by. 
the same time, it is by no means clear that detached reports. 
which are natural enough in the case of newspapers publishing 
daily reports of proceedings, are equally defensible when pub- 
lished after the trial by private individuals, and, sooner or later, 
the House of Lords will have to determine whether the view of 
the law, as to which the Court of Appeal is so certain, is, after 
all, correct. 








THE ARRANGEMENT OF. THE LISTS OF CASES 
AT NISI PRIUS. 
A 16, 1890, 
Soxrcrrors’ 
JOURNAL, and, by ion of the Lord Chief Justice of England, 
begs the favour of the publication of the accompanying letter. 


“ April 11th, 1890, 
‘* My dear Erle, 

“E have bem: (atuMing 4 pest Gel over Go wales ot Ue 
Lists, and the separation of the odd and even 
y pressed upon me by some 
entitled to be treated by the Chief Justice with great respect. But 
after heariog much, a1.d considering the matter as carefully as I can, 
I am satisfied that the system has broken down. I always, I confess, 
believed that it would break down ; for the objections to it were not 

i hah, aah ie CeO 
to appreciate , of certainly to unable . 
Barristers and Solicitors are, no doubt, to be much considered ; 
I hope I have never shewn any disinclination to consult their interests. 
But the Chief Justice is bound to consider not only, perhaps not 
chiefly, the interests of Barristers and Solicitors; he must consider, 
in the first place, the suitors, It was 
tors to give the system 
suitors to put an end to a system which 
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the result of careful consideration, and I wish it to be at once carried 
into 


‘* Believe me to be yours very sincerely, 
‘* COLERIDGE.” 








REVIEWS. 
ROMAN LAW. 


OvuTLINE oF RomAN History FRoM RoMULUS TO JUSTINIAN (IN- 
CLUDING TRANSLATIONS OF THE TWELVE TABLES, THE INSTITUTES 
oF GAIUS, AND THE INSTITUTES OF JUSTINIAN); WITH SPECIAL 
REFERENCE TO THE GROWTH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DECAY OF 
Roman JURISPRUDENCE. By Davi NasmitH, QC, LL.B. 
Butterworths. 


The title of this work of itself affords some indication of the diffi- 
cult task undertaken by its learned author, who, in the volume before 
us, ts the reader with an outline of Roman history and juris- 

lence from Romulus to Justinian, which to the student will be 
invaluable, and is not without interest and utility even to the ripe 
. Rightly judging that the study of Roman history apart 
from Roman law, or of Roman law apart from Roman history, is a 
unscientific and imperfect method to adopt, Mr. Nasmith has, 
ine, made that which is ordinarily understood as Roman 
d in hand with the chronological changes in Roman 
ing those who consult his work to trace causes and 
merely to ascertain the various events and incidents 
constitute Roman history. 
t to judge of the merits of the present work, upon 
evident that both time and labour have been ungrudgingly 
by a cursory perusal of its pages. The author’s treatment 
ject merits, and will doubtless receive, from his readers, 
ul study which alone can do justice to it and enable them 
iate the design and scope of his work. The volume before 
into three separate parts—namely, The Outline, The 
f Gaius, and The Institutes of Justinian. The outline 
200 pages, and consists of twelve chapters, in which 
made acquainted with all that is important in Roman 
no eyes during the three periods known as the 
Republican, and the Imperial. In order that every period 
event may be kept chronologically accurate a skeleton chrono- 
metrical chart of Roman history has, with infinite pains and 
ingenuity, been prepared by the industrious author. There is also 
i a most useful map of the Roman empire, divided into 
each of which contains a number, by reference to which 
the situation of any place mentioned in the text can, without diffi- 
, almost instantaneously be discovered by the reader. The 
chart and map are placed in the pocket of the back cover of the 


translation of Gaius is, we are informed, derived from the 

text; the translations of M. Pellat, published in 1844; Dr. Abdy’s 
Gaius, i in 1870; and Mr. Poste’s Gaius, published in 
1885; while that of Justinian is the translation published by 
Harris in 1811, which the author prefers to any 

3 . Nasmith’s comparison of the Institutes of Gaius 
with those of Justinian leads him to the conclusion that whereas 
Gaius was 2 jurist, in the true sense of the term, the author of the 
Institates of Justinian was not. Without disputing this proposition, 
we would observe that any comparison between the two jurists is 
rather to be , seeing that, unquestionably, the Institutes of 
Gains formed the basis of those of Justinian, who, as pointe] out by 
Mr. Sandars in his introduction to Justinian’s Institutes, has followed 
the order in which Gains treats his subject, and has ado his ex- 
s+ ay law, 80 far as it was applicable to the times in which the 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAW SOCIETY CLUB. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—As a member of the Law Society, I have received notice of a 
motion to be made at their meeting of the 25th inst. to increase the 
annual subscription to the club from £5 5s. to £6 6s. 

May I call the attention of your readers to this proposition, and to 
the following amendment I intend to move :— 

POR the annual subscription to the club henceforth be reduced to 
Rad 

Considering the occupation by the club, on present terms, paying 
“‘no rent” for same, to be an usurpation of the just rights of the 
society, may I ask the attendance and support at such meeting of 
such members of the society as agree with my amendment ? 

Dulwich, April 16. JAMES WALTER. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—I observe in your columns that Mr. John Hunter (whether a 
member of the club or not, I do not know) will at the general 
meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, to be held on the 25th 
inst., move a resolution to effect an increase in the annual subscrip- 
tion of members of the club, according to whether they are certificated 
solicitors or not. 

I have always considered this club an illegal institution, and a 
terrible drag upon the finances of the society. 

But may I ask the club, through your columns, for information 
which will enable the members of the society (numbering many 
thousands) to form a wise judgment upon the merits of this 
motion, emanating, I presume, from the club, which numbers only a 
few hundred mem Ny 

What is the income of the club? What the expenditure? Is it 
in debt? Does it propose to pay rent to the society ? 

The members of the society are entirely in the dark about this 


club. CHARLES ForD. 
Outer Temple, W.C. 





KEARLEY ». THOMSON AND ANOTHER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In your report of this case (ante, p. 361) you state that 
the plaintiff entered into communication with the defendants in order 
to procure easy terms for Clark. You will allow me to state that 
there is no foundation whatever for such statement. The object of 
paying the money was by the plaintiff himself alleged to be for a 
personal benefit to him. The shorthand notes confirm what I say, 
and I shall be happy to place them at ipa disposal. It was unfor- 
tunate for my clients that the facts did not come out at the trial. 
This was due to the strong view the judge took that the plaintiff 
had no case. 

Ihave written the foregoing as solicitor for the defendants, and 
ask you now, a8 & lawyer, to let me refer to the remarks on the 
case at psge 374. You suggest that the case of Hastelow v. Jackson 
(8 B. & ©. 221) is analogous to the cage of Tuylor v. Bowers. I ven- 
ture to think that this is not so. Money ited with a stakeholder 
on contracts of wager rests on a totally different ground, and it is 
clear that the party who has paid such money to the stakeholder is 
entitled to recover it back, not by virtue of the illegal contract, 
but as money had and received for his benefit by his agent, the stake- 
holder. The same power which created the agency can put an end to 
it. Therefore, at any time before the agent has parted with the money, 
his principal can revoke his authority, and this revocation cannot be 
= by the agent paying over the money to the third party. 

course, if such payment is made before the revocation, the 
wens could not get it back. 

A 4, 


SoLicrroR FOR THE DEFENDANTS, 








The following ate the ts made by the judges of the Probate 
and Divorce Division for heating causes during the cnettes Easter Sit- 
tings—viz. : —Causes for before the court itself will be taken on 
Wednesday [the 16th inst] following gy eo first, undefended 
Seg soma, sue ag pend et . fg Jury causes elng 
taken on Wednesday, wing days, pro CAseB 
heard first and divorce Ronet afterwards. Common ury causes will be 
proceeded with on ha aga a May 14, and following days—probate first 
and divorce afterwards. A dA{visional court will sit on onday, May 5. 
Summonses will be heard in chambers at 10,15, and motions will be heard 





in court at 11 o'clock on Tuesday, the 15th inst, and every succeeding 
Tuesday during the sittings. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal, 
HAMLYN & 00. » THE GRIENDTSVEEN CO.—No. 2, 16th April. 


Practice Leave Tro serve Wrir ovr or Junispicrion — BREACH OF 
ConTRACT TO BE PERFORMED WITHIN JuRIsDICTION—R. 8. C., XI., 1 (e). 


This was an epee against the refusal of a divisional court of the 
Queen’s Bench Division (Lord Ooleridge, O.J., and Fry, L.J.) to allow 
service of notice of the writ in the action out of the jurisdiction. The 
question was, whether the breach of contract in r of which the 
plaintiffs desired to sue had taken place in this country or in Holland, 
out of the jurisdiction of the court. Rule 1 of order 11 provides that 
* Service out of the jurisdiction of a writ of summons, or notice of a writ 
of summons, may be allowed by the court or a judge whenever” (inter 
alia) ‘‘ (e) the action is founded on any breach or alleged breach within the 
jurisdiction of any contract, wherever made, which, according to the terms 
thereof, ought to be performed within.the jurisdiction, unless the defend- 
ant is domiciled or ordinarily resident in Scotland or Ireland.” The 
defendant company carried on business at Rotterdam, and the contract on 
which the action was to be founded was for the supply by them to the 
plaintiffs of 5,200 tons of ‘‘ moss litter.” The contract was entered into in 
August, 1889, at Rotterdam, verbally between a member of the plaintiffs’ 
firm and the defendant company. It was afterwards confirmed by the fol- 
lowing letter, dated August 21, written by the defendants to the plaictiffs : 
‘“We hereby confirm having sold to you 5,200 tons of moss litter, to 
be shipped 100 tons a week, from October 1, 1889, till September 30, 
1890, in two shipments of about 50 tons per week, at the price of 22s. 9d. 
c.i.f.”’"—(ie., cost, insurance, and freight ),—‘‘ London, Thames ; 
either fibrous or non-fibrous peat ; bales of about 3cwt. or 2icwt.; peat 
to be in good and marketable condition. Payment against one month’s 
acceptance from month following delivery. Bills of lading to be made 
up and paid for in accordance with Rotterdam weights. We give you the 
option to send the peat where you like it; and if not for London, 
hames, we will charge you 15s. 9d. f.o.b.—(i¢., freeon board) Rotter- 
dam. In the event that we make contracts at lower figures for supply 
the whole year round, we will reduce to you accordingly.” 
action was for non-delivery of the litter. m an ex parte applica- 
tion in chambers Pollock, B., gave leave to the plaintiffs to serve notice 
of the writ upon the defendants in Holland. e defendants ap to 
the Divisional Oourt to set aside this order and the service of notice 
effected under it, on the ground that ts the true construction of the 
contract it was to be performed by delivery of the litter to the plaintiffs 
at Rotterdam, and that, consequently, the breach of contract had taken 
place there, and there had not any breach within the jurisdiction, 
and the rule did not apply. The Divisional Court set aside the order. 
Lord Coleridge, O.J., was inclined to think that the contract was for de- 


livery at Rotterdam, but, at any rate, it was not clear that there had been | oth 


a breach within the jurisdiction. Fry, L.J., was more strongly inclined 
to the opinion that the breach of contract took place at Ro ‘ 

Tue Covrr (Corron and Linpiey, L.JJ.), affirmed the decision. 
Corron, L.J., said that he doubted the propriety of serving foreigners out 
of the jurisdiction, unless the case came clearly within the rule. Indeed, 
he doubted the policy of serving persons who were not British subjects 
out of the jurisdiction at all. But that view had been departed from in the 
rules. In his opinion, leave to serve notice of the writ out of the juris- 
diction = not to have been given in the present case. There was a 
great deal in the contract in favour of the view that the breach had been 
committed out of the jurisdiction. The provisich as to the insurance had 
an important bearing on the question. If the buyers were not 
interested in the safety of the goods during the voyage, such a 
provision would not, he thought, have been inserted in the con- 
tract. If the sellers had not performed their contract by putting the 
goods on board the ship, they would, in the event of the goods a lost 
on the voyage, be bound to supply other to the buyers. his 
lordship’s opinion, the general tenor of the contract was 2 the 
view that the deli was to be in England. The words ‘‘ to be in good 
and marketable condition” ted to the condition of the litter when it 
was shipped, and the w **paid for in accordance with Rotterdam 
weights ’’ meant, bis lordship thought, “ hts at Rotterdam.” In his 
opinion there was not sufficient to shew the breach was necessarily 

thin the jurisdiction.. The contract pointed the other way. Linpiry, 
L.J,, said that the more the letter of August 21 was studied, the 
more, he thought, it shewed that the vendors would perform their con- 
tract when the litter was ye at Rotterdam. ere were several 
indications in the letter that that was the right viow, and the more the 
letter was looked at the more did the culties in its construction 
vauish.—Oounset, Winch, Q.0., Buss, and Clarence Hamlyn; Channeti, 
Q.0., and Macashie. Soxrcrrons, Vallance ¢ Vallance; John Greenfield, 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


ISSARD v, LAMBERT—Ohiltty, J., 15th April. 
R.8.0., XXXVII., 21, 28; XXXVIIT,, 25—28—Evipance TaKan ArrRr 
Tura, — Oomrierion or Evipasnce — Dativary or APFIDAVITS APTRR 
Onosa-BXAMINATION ComrLarEp, 


In this case a motion was made by executors, defendants in an adminia- | of 
vidence under in 


tration action, for leave to file further o 


the tiff had taken place. The motion was rs cr meee 
on a amsound thot the Grideace should have bem tied. pele to cross- 
examination. Muir v. Kirby (32 Soxtcrrons’ Jovrwat, 139), wg v. 
Watson (36 W. R. 806), and Backhouse v. Alcock (33 W. R. 407, 28 Ch. D. 
669) were referred to. 

Currry, J., said that no doubt, under ord. 37, rr. 21, 22, the court hada dis- 
cretion in granting the leave now askedfor. But the 
that it was their right to file the evidence in question. 
ants obtained the order for cross-examination of the plaintiff they 
warned that 


which to complete his evidence. In the present case the 24th of October 
was the date when the plaintiff completed his affidavits, and the fourteen 
days had ¢ months since a8 So es oe See 
was one in which the rule should be strictly to, without extend- 
ing the discretion of the court to the applicants. The 


Romer, QC., and McSwinney. Soxscrrors, 
nam, § Smith, for Martin Woosnam, Newtown, Mon‘ . 
§ Quayle, for Talbot ¢ Wood, Newtown, 


Re BROWN, PENROSE v. MANNING—North, J., 16th April. 


Wruiir—Consrrverion—Girt To Carmpren or A.—Wueruzr ILinerrmare 
Curmpren can Take. 

The question te this cose was, whethes, endes o oie by. wi te Ge 
** children ’’ of a named person, her illegitimate children take, there 
being no other children of that person. The testatrix made her will in 
1867, and thereby gave to her executors a sum of 
to pay the annual income arising therefrom to her niece, —- > oe 
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Bankruptcy Cases, 

Ex parte DELMAR, Re HEREPATH & DELMAR—Q. B. Div., 16th April. 
Banxrurrcy—Proor—Ravsction sy Tavsras—Paoor sy Sunsry—Cox- 

tTrxeunt Lranmrry—Estrmare—Banxatrrer Act, 1833, s. 37. 

A question was raised in this case with regard to the right of a person 
who is in the of a surety for the bankrupt to 
bankrupt’s es aia Sr aun ole 
which he is so liable. At the date of the order 
was liable under a covenant in a deed bearing date 
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chambers for an account, notwithstanding that the orcas-examination of 
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the bankrupt, and the deed further recited that the bankrupt, desir- 
ous of settling an annuity on Mrs. Green, charged his interest in the fund 
with the payment of the annuities, and that his father joined in the deed 
as surety, the fund being charged finally to indemnify the appellant 
against any payments which he might be compelled to make. In support 
ot the appeal against the decision of the trustee rejecting the 
proof, it was contended that, although under previous Acts of Parliament 
had been held that a surety could not prove until payment had been 
made, the words of section 37 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, were wide 
enough to include the present claim. On behalf of the trustee it was 
i that section 37 did not extend to the special subject of sureties, 
and it was also pointed out that in estimating the value of the liability for 
proof the actuary had not taken into account that at some future time 
there would be a fund available for payment of the annuities, and that 
the amount proved for was, therefore, incorrect. 

Cavz, J., said that the creditor was entitled to prove for something, 
but the estimate which had been made could not be supported. There 
would be a declaration that the liability was a redler liability, and 
that there could be a proof of some kind tende That decision being 
given, the case must stand over for the parties to settle what the amount 
of the 
Rich 


was to be.—Oounse, Herbert Reed ; Lane, Q.O. Soxicrrors, 
$ Sadler ; Travers, Smith, § Braithwaite, 


Re ARTOLA HERMANOS; Ez parte CHALE—O. A. No. 1, Ist April. 


Banxevurrcy—Oonrircr or Laws—Forzign Banxruprcy—Svupsequent 
Exocusn Banxevrrcy—Srayine Procezpics—Banxervrtcy Acr, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), ss. 10, 109. 


A from Mr. Registrar Giffard refusing to etay proceedings in 
iptcy under section 109 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and to dis- 
charge the appointment of the official receiver as interim receiver of the 
debtors’ under — ae 1. There ~~ also an 
appeal a receiving order. @ application was made upon the 
a oe cose were prior proceedings in ptcy against the debtors 
France, under which the applicant, Chile, had been appointed syndic (or 
trustee). The were as follows:—The firm of Artola Hermanos 
carried on business as bankers in Paris, London, and San Sebastian. 
five members of the firm, two being resident in London 
and three in Paris, all of them being Spaniards by birth. The deed 
of , which was executed in London and Paris, provided 
the ago | should continue for five years from the Ist of 
January, 1885; that the head office should be in Paris; and it stated 
that the firm elected its exclusive domicil in Paris. There was no 
evidence as to where the actual domicil of the partners was. On the 23rd 
of November, 1889, the London housejsuspended payment, and on the 28th 
of November the Paris house also suspended psyment. On the llth of 
December, appointed provisional syndic by the Tribunal de 
Commerce of the Seine, and the partners were declared tankrupts in Paris 
- On the 14th of December a circular was sent by the 
SAEGEA dipumet. On the tied of Desmeer Chilo wae ent compelled to 
t. of Decem ale was inted defini- 

cane rig on the 2nd of January, 1890, a petition in baakraptoy 
presented against the partners in England, the petitioning creditors being 
and the act of bankruptcy 


i 


England. Obile, the French syndic, there- 
upon spplied for an order discharging the appointment of the official 
receiver as interim receiver and staying all proceedings under the bank- 
petition. The registrar refused the application and made a receiving 


Hi 


Tuz Cover Cotzzrpez, O.J., Lord Esuzn, M.R., and Fry, L.J.), 
after time to consider, the Lord Corerines, 
C.J., said aa the against the receiving order, there 
was on coe egg agen the courts of this country to make the 

order French ic had no locus standi for interfering 
with the of the English court in collecting and administering 


the asscts in this country. Secondly, as regards the application to stay 
the proceedings in this country, this was an application to the 

the ground being that there were prior bankruptcy 
being large assets both in France and in 
however, in which the courte even intimate 
ocecdings, if necessary, was where one of the 
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bankruptcies was going on in the country of the domicil of the bankrupt. 
Im Biein’s case (1 Rose, 462) the decision was put upon the question of 
oe we Ge principle seemed to be Gen, tnepedk on ba oe ae 
lished Ste ae ated eer ee De Gee 
sidered that one procee in. bankru was desirable, then the 
of the ae ee ne Se come © vie, Se 
continue. ground was perty, havi no 
locality, tollowed the domicil of the owner. Thom wonte fe the 
present case where the domici] of these debtors was, From their names it 
See” me. At any rate, there was no evidence that it was in 
waimistering the ro rey p> - sod toon collected, the yb dy 
to 
stay ae ye Far, Ld, Erle the 
yy receiving order, it was clear that this court had juris- 
ie nee, Lemus tne the debtors, within a one Eaton Soe 
date my petition, ordinaril n a 
A btrastices Roalent oithin section 6 of the Bankruptcy Act, i 
No valid ream been made ont & receiving should not 
be mais. On the contrary, the existence of aasets to « large extent 


in England was a strong circumstance in favour of making a receiving 
order. Upon the merits, therefore, the receiving order ought not to be 
rescinded, but, at the same time, he (the Lord Justice) expressed a strong 
doubt whether the French syndic had any Jocus standi to oppose the 
receiving order. Next, as to the application to stay proceedings, there 
were three possible views as to the proper procedure of the court where 
there were concurrent bankruptcies. The first was that each forum 
was to administer the assets locally situated within its jurisdiction, each 
forum allowing all the creditors, wherever resident, to prove, applying the 
doctrine of hotch-pot so as to produce equality of distribution. It seemed 
that the decision of the House of Lords in Hwing v. Orr Ewing (9 App. 
Cas. 34, 10 App. Oas. 453) tended to establish a similar principle with 
ard to assets to be administered in an administration action. If that 
were to be applied, the present application must fail. The second 
view was that every other forum should yield to the forum of the domicil, 
and should act only in aid of the forum of thedomicil. There was a great 
deal to be said in favour of that view, and, if that view were to prevail, 
the present application failed. The third view—and the only one in 
Ww the present application could be successful—was that the forum of 
the country in which the debtor had assets, and which first adjudicated in 
ew although not the forum of the domicil, was entitled to 
claim the assets from the tribunals of the other countries in which 
the debtor had assets. That seemed to him quite unreasonable. 
There was this broad difference between such a view as_ that 
and yielding to the forum of the domicil: personal property followed 
the person, and from that it followed that the forum of the domicil 
had, by a fiction of law, a right by judgment to divest him of 
all personal property, and that judgment had universal validity and 
was capable of transferring personal property locally situated beyond the 
jurisdiction of that forum. Whereas the forum, not of the domicil, but 
of the country in which the debtor had amet, had no right to claim 
obedience to its judgment universally. Its ent could not extend 
beyond the mal assets locally situated within its jurisdiction. Stein’s 
case p ed upon this ground: that the court of the domicil had the 
right to pronounce a universally valid judgment with regard to the per- 
sonal property of the bankrupt. That was the principle underlying that 
case, though it was not easy to see what were the facts there upon which 
the court arrived at the finding as to the domicil. The appeal therefore 
failed. Lord Esizn, M.R., concurred. Tue Covurr gave leave to appeal 
to the House of Lords.—Covunset, Finlay, Q.0., Sidney Woolf, Q.0., and 
Herbert Reed ; Sir Richard Webster, A.G., and Muir Mackenzie ; Everitt, 
Q.0., and F. C. Wills. Soxtcrrors, Michael Abrahams, Son, § Co. ; Solicitor 
to the Board of Trade; Bircham & Co. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 
Law Srvupzents’ Dezatma Socrery.—The meeting of the society last 


was | Tuesday (Mr. Thos. Douglas presiding) was devoted to an address by Mr. 


F. K. Munton on “ The establishment of a specially-constituted tri 
for the decision of commercial cases, comparing the French system with 
the pooposais at present before Parliament,” Mr. Munton, who was 


received with much englenes, commenced by observing that he had 
accepted the invitation of the committee because he thought it ought to 
be ed as a pleasure and a duty on the part of old members to 


come down once an apn Sop Dre 9 pertrness pret in the business; one 
of the best means of maintaining continuity of the society. He 
Sekt tala sen a clack Pacicis btn ieee eae 
g or prac an or 'y action 
the Tribunal of Commerce, from its inception at the instance of the 
huissier, ite trial with the aid of the (the ordinary counsel and 
solicitor in France being practically uded up to this stage), the sub- 
sequent appeal to the Cour d’Appel, where the regular legal practitioners 
tion, thes whens {A veal Hesited to ints Jake yo Ms Monten 
nt of Ap of law . Mr. Mun 
saptained he eased differences between the English French pro- 
the mode of appointing the French m t 
the general satisfaction with which 
tribunals, owing to the ts 
mostly regulated by easily understood c learned by 
boys at school as part of their education, a state of things which enabled 
Frenchmen to conduct their own cases in the smaller courts with astonish- 
ing clearness and ability. He then remarked on some important 
rules and regulations with regard to negotiable instruments, and 
distinction between commercial and non-commercial cases in France. 
afterwards minutely examined and contrasted the Bill now before 
Parliament for the establishment of E h commercial tribunals, and 
argued that, although in 1790, when the French system was established, 
we might, perhaps, have done the )ike, it was too late now, with our 
enormous commercial transactions, to start a system altogether unsuitable 
to the of this wy who objected to too much “ officialism.” 
Moreover, he thought that to turn over all the commercial 
to the already overcrowded county court judges (es y in 
the metropolis) was a step entirely in the wrong direction. The aim of 
the of the Bill was a commendable one, but he submitted that 
the remed: for Kogland was « separation of the lists 40 us to have the 
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independently, and by a jud 


Spocteted cx ted whisk nd Lo degree’ boon guaned eur of 
business which degrees been out of court, 
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moving and seconding a special vote of thanks to Mr. Munton for his able 
and lucid address, said that at no meeting of the society had so much in- 
formation on points not generally known been conveyed to the members, 
and the society ought to be grateful that an old member so fully occup 
with other work had found time to come amongst them end give them ths 
benefit of his exceptional knowledge and experience. Messrs. Stevenson, 
Ogle, Stewart, Smith, Leslie, Williams, Thirlby, and Woodhouse having 
spoken, the resolution was carried by acclamation. 

Lrverroot Law Srupznts’ Assocration.—April 14.—A debate was held 
on the following subject for discussion :—‘' A. is entitled, subject to her 
mother’s life interest, to certain moneys under her father’s will, for her 
separate use without power of anticipation. The will was proved in 1883. 
In 1884 A., while still a spinster in her mother’s lifetime, contracts a 
debt of £500 with B., and gives her promissory note to secure it. In 1885 
A. marries CO. Shortly afterwards A.’s mother dies and B. sues A. on her 
promissory note. A. has no other separate property besides what she is 
entitled to under her father’s will, the income of which amounts to £50 a 
year. Is B. entitled to execution against A.’s estate?”? Mr. 
F. J. Priest opened in the affirmative, which was supported by Mr. 
Martin. Mr. A. Timms opened in the negative, which was also supported 
by Messrs. McMaster and Todd. The question was decided in the nega- 


tive by a majority of ten. 








THE COMPANIES (WINDING UP) BILL, 1890. 


Tat tee ae me 
(say, for a period of one month) ; in any case is any busi- 
ee ee ee even oe she a 

to tt the mate Of ee the liquidation of companies 
under the Act of 1862 was commenced by the Uourt of Chancery, the 


E 
ss 
i 


s 


court, in several cases, appointed a of the creditors to 
assist the liquidator and the liquidation, This, however, was 
found to be of little while it increased expense, 

courts deliberately 


value. The committee are of that the 
np ay Te 
, is re-adoption of an abandoned 


sulted by the liquidator, effect a 

and that such an would rarely be found of the 
slightest value, whilst : 
does now obtain the direction of the court on all important questions. 


of the liquidation, which report should 
sons interested in the 
Section 7.—It would 


THE Sewing is Ay report of the ps committee of the Council of the carrying 


Incorporated Society on the :—In the preparation of the Bill 
now under consideration it seems to have escaped the attention of its 


framers that in the administration of the affairs of a company the assets toe 


with which the liquidator has to deal~(amounting in some cases to 
millions) are very large, and that the respective rights and interests of 
shareholders, debenture-holders, creditors, and others have to be ascer- 
tained and adjusted, involving frequently most tedious and difficult in- 
vestigations. At the present time the Chan Division possesses judges 
trained by experience to understand and deal with these questions, and 
who have in their chief clerks a staff of competent officials also specially 
trained to understand and deal with such matters; whilst, on the other 
hand, - — yy has any ~— ae Coen the a x" a 
special branch of an existing co contemplated, accompanied by the 
appointment of a large and highly-paid class of officials, it is difficult to 
see how the business could conducted. Subject to this general 
——. the committee propose to deal with the various sections of the 
Section 1.—With regard to the expediency of deputing to county courts 
the winding up of companies whose registered offices may be in the 
ccuntry, your committee are of opinion that it may be possible that the 
liquidation of smajl companies may be without disad e left to the 
officials of the county courts; but they would poses / not be found able 
to conduct the administration of large estates. Probably, also, : 
ings for the rectification of the register, actions by dehenture-holders, 
&c., might be pending in the High Court, which, it is obvious, would pro- 
duce great inconvenience. 

Section 2.—Section 2 of the Bill is open to grave objection. The 
language is the same asin the Baukruptcy Act of 1883, and under it the 
Lord Chancellor may ae the judge to whom ptcy business is 
now allotted to undertake also the judicial duties connected with the 
liquidation of companies. The present bankruptcy staff is quite unable to 
deal with the additional administrative work w would be thrown upon 
it, and very serious delay and detriment to the’ public interests would 
follow from any such delegation. 

Sections 4 and 5.—The provisions of sections 4 and 5 are undesirable and 
impracticable. The duties of a liquidator in the winding up of com 
require an amount of special knowledge and exclusive attention w an 
official could not be expected to bring to this office. It is well known 
to all who have had experience of such cases that at the commencement 
of a liquidation the liquidator is frequently engaged for days together 
almost exclusively upon the concerns of the parti estate. No official 
who has other duties to perform could so devote the whole of his time to 
the matter, and the result of any failure todo so would be most seriously 
youetiens to the large interests involved. It is impossible that duties of 
such @ nature can be deputed tosubordinates. They must be undertaken 
by a fully competent person. If any such change as would ap) to be 
suggested by this section is contemplated in the judicial and inistra- 
tive staff by whom liquidations are now conducted, the nature of such 
change should pe stated in the Bill and receive the fullest possible con- 
sideration, and not be left to be carried out by rule. The ) eee rul 
which will be found at page 9 and the following pages of the dratt Bil 
ogee | to meetings of creditors, are inap to the administration of 
the aff mee qcnmpeny Clause 5 contemplates that the appointment of a 
liquidator shall depend upon the votes of creditora—an tment which 
the Court of Ohancery (formerly guided in the matter @ votes of both 
creditors and shareholders, with, as it was aan, We unsatisfactory 
results) now makes at its absolute discretion. © committee t 
against a change which would have the effect of leaving an official of the 
court or the Board of Trado the liquidator, In their judgment, no officer 
of the court and no official of a Government d ¢ can rly 
administer the estates of ty If it was considered 
that the official receiver should cases of bankruptcies, be the trustee, 
and he was prohibited from being such by the Bankruptoy Act, such 
hibition of any official holding an analogous — to that of 
receiver is much more necessary and desirable in the case of com 
Except in certain small oases in which summary is 


ordinary 

statements of the affairs a nnmtae: Sane aeerees should be 
prepared and submitted by 

company’s accountant or other officer who has 

Section 8.—Sub-section (1).—The report refe 
the liquidator. Sub-section (3).—This is undesirable. le expense 
would be involved. Sub-section (4), which permits creditors and con- 
weretenies te tol a te Pe cues BS 
certainly confusion, delay, expense. 
contributory ought to be allowed to take part without the sanction of 
the court upon grounds to be shewn. 

Section 9.—The provisions of this section are vague, and must be care- 
fully considered. With the 
section contains no provisions are not already to be found in section 
165 of the Companies Act, 1862, or section 38 of the Com Act, 

variation in the 


1867. There is some 


F 
E 


standing from connecting themselv 
possible responsibilities referred to in the section, or will cause them to 
resign their offices when difficulties arise. 

Section 10.—The interference of a committee of inspection in the matters 
referred to in this section is unnecessary and undesirable. raat 
Section 13.—<As to the liquidator’s accounts.—Liquidators now 
give security, and it is believed that no loss results as regards 

in their hands. In the few cases in which liquidators have 
fault, the securities given by them have as a rule covered any defalca- 
tion, but such cases are of very rare occurrence. Freedom of dealing 
with moneys, particularly at the commencement of a liquidation, when 


liquidator 
and to make to and officials before a 
pt satisfy “A cheque 





cneaibers. The latter can ‘ow alwaye apply fer s compeleorr arden 
which the court would make on proper cause shewn, male 
‘every liquidation under supervision a winding-up by the court would 
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frustrate altogether the beneficial operation of the provision of the Act of 
1862, and practically take away from shareholders, whose existence is 
the 


by ¢ Bill, the management of their own concerns. 
pe a fe ity would certainly arise if the winding up of solvent 
companies were left to the Ohancery Division, and that of others to some 
other division, besides the mischief of the existence of two distinct tribunals 
for practically the same purpose. 

Le es ala Bill leaves far too wide and important matters to be 
provided for by goneral rules. The evils of this mode of framing Bills in 
outline leaving the substance to an uncontrolled authority, acting 


and 
without due previous criticism and publicity, have already been universally 
and the subject dealt with by the present Bill is — 
one which should not be so treated. The enactments of the Bill 
( clauses 13—18, which ee a A ” Be roe grep of ps ate a 
ct, and wer to e gene: es, are con’ 
sion clauses, Lan ott these only one (clause 9) is complete and intelli- 
gible in itself. Olause 1 may be modified by an order of the Lord Chan- 


. 2, 3, 4, and 8 require reference to the pro new 
rules. Olauees 5 and 6 cannot be understood without g into them 
the “ ” provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, and the provisions 


” ” by clause 5 are further subject to modification by the new 
rules. Clauses 7 and 12 require reference both to the new rules and to 
the Bankruptcy Act. Clauses 10 and 11 require reference to the Com- 
panies Act. References to the latter Act may be unavoidable, but the 
proposed form of legislation, which, instead of presenting to Parliament a 
drafted set of enactments, “‘applies’’ fourteen sections of the 
Act, taken from every part of it, and a schedule from the 
same Act, containing twenty-six isions, is eS both in the 
interests of the public and practitioners. The objection is the stronger 
when (as in the present case) the “applied” legisiation is itself incom- 
for eight of the fourteen inco sections of the Bankruptcy 
require to be su ented by rules. This rule-making power is 
carried to an unprecedented extent in the present Bill. 








LORD COLERIDGE AND THE BAR COMMITTEE. 


Taz seventh or statement ¢ + al Bar a the 
following correspondence between the Commi an 4 
cog Se appointments to revising barristerships which rest with the 
Lord ustice 


Pe: February 19, 1890. 
Lord,—I am desired by the Bar Committee to forward to your 
copy of the following resolutions, which were unanimously 
me 


of the junior barristers practising at the Ohancery 
14th of Ses last: of 


‘That in the opinion of this meeting it is desirable that the recognized 
practice that the revising barristers appointed for Middlesex, London, 
, and the metropolitan boroughs, shall be chosen 
gentlemen practising in the Chancery Division, should be 


Committee be requested to call the attention of the 

fact that this recognized practice has been 
instances during the last few years, and to urge 
of observing the practice in the next and 


modification that it should have been 


e Bar Committee entirely con- 
these appointments has been increased 
to eight, they are of opinion that, having 
fact that the number of like appointments on the common 
also increased during the same period, the rule of exclusive 
referred to in the resclution, as so modified, should continue to 


the Bar Committee have reason to believe that your lordship has 
expressed your concurrence in this view on more than one occa- 
sion, tp Rhee Arey # edt edhe peal tal tara 
consideration to the views thus p before you. 
T have the honour to semein, your lovdehi’s obedient cervent, 
8. H. 8. Pe oe 
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, Sussex-square, Hyde-park, W., Feb. 25, 1890. 
et et ee the receipt of your communica- 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
Boarp or Trapg, Maxcu 31, 1890. 


Whereas, Sir Robert Palmer Harding vacates his office of Chief Ojicial 
Receiver and Official Receiver for the district of the High Court, on the 
3ist day of March, 1890. 

The Board of Trade, with the concurrence of the Treasury, have ordsred 
the appointment for the district of the High Court of four Official 
Receivers for general purposes of the administration of bankruptcy 
proceedings instituted under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and of one addi- 
tional Official Receiver for the special purpose of the administration of 
bankruptcies and liquidations by arrangement under the Bankruptcy Act, 
1869, and sections 159, 160, and 161 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 

Mr. George Wreford, Mr. Charles John Stewart, and Mr. Alfred Henry 
Wildy have been appointed Official Receivers as aforesaid, as from the 
3lst day of March, 1890, being the date on which the said Sir Robert 
As aeieie ti telnartiargetsibiaes ieatiated d Bankru 

reg ptcy p under the ptcy 
Act, 1883, which at the date are pending in the High Court, and in 
which at the said date the eaid Sir Robert Palmer Harding was or is 
constituted Official or Interim Receiver, each of the several Official 
Receivers specified in the second column of the schedule hereto shall, in 
respect of the proceedings specified opposite to his name in the first 
column, be the Official Receiver of the estates of the debtors in such 
proceedings and discharge the duties of Official Receiver in relation to 
such estates, in immediate succession to the said Sir Robert Palmer 


Harding. 
As Lape all ayy | Progeedings which from and after the vaca- 
tion of his office by the said Sir Robert Palmer Harding shall be instituted 
in, or be transferred to, the High Court under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
— nal, os 2 emery 4 specified in the oled column of rg 
ereto res of the 8 r+) te to 
name in the first column the Oftiial Reefer of the eRtee of the 
debtors in such proceedings. 

Mr. Edwin Leadam Hough is appointed to be an Official Receiver for the 
meng yf District of the High Court of Justice as from the lst day of 

ay, 2 

On and after the Ist of ry Rang the said appointment shall take 
effect as if the name of the said Edwin Leadam Hough appeared in the 
said schedule hereto in substitution for the name of the said George Wre- 
ford as to the bankruptcy proceedings in which the initial letters of the 
first surname of the debtor or debtors are Ke to Ri. 

Mr. Peter Paget is appointed to be an Official Receiver for the Bank- 
ruptcy District of the h Court, for the s purpose of the adminis- 
tration of bankruptcies and liquidations under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
and sections 159, 160, and 161 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 


The SCHEDULE referred to. 














First Oo.umn. Szconp CoLumn. 
A to De, Mr. George Westeot. eae’ 
nem | mitt 
Ke to Ri. Mr. George Wreford. 
Ro to Z. Mr, Alfred Henry Wildy. 











LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Gzoroz Hopson Buanuaq, solicitor (of the firm of Burnham, Son, 
& Lewin), of Wellingborough, died on the 22nd ult. Mr. Burnham was 
the eldest son of Mr. George Burnham, solicitor, of Wellingborough. 
He was educated at Rugby, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1850, 
after serving his articles with his father, with whom he was formerly 
in ip. He was afterwards associated with”Mr. William James 
Henry, and more recently with his son, Mr, Henry Oharles Burnham, and 
with Mr. William Lewin. He had been for yY years registrar of the 
Wellingborough Oounty Court (Circuit No. 36) clerk to the county 

, and he was also clerk to the commissioners of taxes, to 
the bye, pre Burial Board, and to the trustees of Fisher’s Charity 
Estates, steward of the Manors of Wellingborough, Finedon, Rushden, 
and Dorchester. Mr, Burnham was for many years churchwarden of 8t. 
Lake's, voe h, and he held for np A Ag a commission as 
captain in the Wellingborough Volunteer Rifle Corps, He was married 
in 1855 to the daughter of Mr. Baird, of Tottenham. His wife had died 
very recently. 

Mr. Wi114m Sraruzns, solicitor, of Presteign, died suddenly on the 
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12th inst. Mr. Stephens was admitted a solicitor in 1834, and for over 
fifty years he had carried on an extensive practice at Presteign. He had 
been for many years clerk of the peace, and coroner for : 
he was also clerk to the Lieutenancy, and to the Radnorshire County 
Council. Mr. Stephens was a perpetual commissioner for Radnorshire, 
azd he was agent for Lord Ormathwaite’s estates in that county. 


coated 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Rectnatp Ports, solicitor (of the firm of Potts & Roberts), of 
Ohester, has been appointed Clerk of the Peace for Cheshire and Clerk to 
the Cheshire County Council, in succession to his father, the late Mr. 
Ohazles William Potts. Mr. R. Potts was admitted a solicitor in 1878, 


Mr. Henny Frepericx Oarny, solicitor, of 15, King-street, Cheapside, 
and of Streatham, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


Mr. Tuomas Rosson, solicitor, of P m and Market Weighton, 
has been “p inted Clerk to the Governors of the Pocklington Grammar 
School. Mr. Robson was admitted a solicitor in 1880. He is clerk to the 
Pocklington Board of Guardians and to the county magistrates. 

Mr. ArtHur Georcz Poyze Lewis, barrister, has been appointed 
Recorder of the Borough of Carmarthen, in succession to Mr. Benjamin 
Francis Williams, Q.C., who has been appointed recorder of Cardiff. 
Mr. Lewis is the only son of the Right Rev. Richard Lewis, D.D., Bishop 
of Llandaff. He was educated at Eton, and at University College, 
Oxford. He was-called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 
1873, and he practises on the South Wales and Chester Circuit. Mr. Lewis 
is a magistrate for Carmarthenshire and Pembrokeshire, registrar of the 
diocese of Llandaff, and official of the Archdeaconry of St. David's. 

Mr. Wenstzr Giynrs, solicitor, of 29, Mark-lane, has been elected 
Vestry Clerk of the Parish of St. Botolph, Aldgate, to act jointly with 
his father, Mr. Randall Glynes. who is also v clerk of Wapping 
Parish and the precinct of St. Katharine, and w clerk of Portsoken 
Ward. Mr. W. Glynes was educated at King’s Oollege, London. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1862. 


Mr. Henry Cuartzs Burnuam, solicitor (of the firm of Burnham & 
Lewin), of Wellingborough, has been appointed Steward of the Manors 
of Irchester, Rushden, and Raunds, in succession to his father, the late 
Mr. George Hodson Burnham. Mr. H. O. Burnham was admitted a 
solicitor in 1886. 

Mr. Tuomas Orme Hastines Legs, barrister, has been appointed Chief 
Constable for the Isle of Wight. Mr. Lees is the only son of the Rev. 
John Lees, rector of Annadown, Galway. He was educated at Trinity 
College, Dublin. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
June, 1880, and he formerly practised on the Midland Circuit. He has 
been for several years chief constable for Northamptonshire. 

Mr. Davin Luoyp Grores, solicitor (of the firm of Lloyd, George, & 
George), of Oriccieth and Portmadoc, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Oarnarvon boroughs in the Liberal interest, was born in 1863. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1884. 

Mr. Witu1am Oonzert, solicitor (of the firm of Oobbett, Wheeler, & 
Cobbett), of Manchester and Wilmslow, has been appointed by the high 
sheriff of Staffordshire (Mr. Samuel Lipscombe ), to be Under- 
Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Oobbett was admitted a 
solicitor in 1868. 

Mr. Bansamin Antxur Surres, solicitor, of Leicester and Hinckley, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Blaby Board of Guardians, Assessment Com- 
mittee, School Attendance Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority. 
Mr. Shires was admitted a solicitor in 1871. 


Mr. Epwin Gray, solicitor, of York, has been a ted by the high 
sheriff of Yorkshire (Mr. John Coulthursat) to be Under-Sheriff of that 
aw for the ensuing year. Mr. Gray was admitted a solicitor in 

882. 

Mr. Cxuanres SmAxz, solicitor, of Bideford, has been appointed 
of the Bideford Borough Court of Record. Mr. Smale admitted 
solicitor in 1850. 

Mr. Joun Brennan, solicitor, of Maidstone, has been ted by Mr. 
Hexry A. Brassey, high sheriff of Kent, Under-Sheriff of that county. 





GENERAL, 


The annual general meeting of the members of the Bar will, by per- 
miesion of the benchers, be held in the old dining-hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on 
Saturday, the 19th inst.. at 2.30. The meeting will be under the auspices 
of the Bar Committee. 

The London Gazette announces that letters it have been parsed 
under the Great Seal, granting the dignity of a of the said United 
Kingdom unto Sir William Ventris Field, Kut., late one of her Majesty's 
judges of the High Court of Justice, and the heirs male of his body law- 

begotten, by the name, style, and title of Baron Field, of Bakeham, 
in the county of Surrey. 

The Ceylon papers report a case in which Mr, Ramanathan, a leadin 
member of the Tamil community of Ceylon, as well as a barrister and 
member of the jalativo Counell, lately appeared in court at Colombo 
before the Chief Justice wearing the usual bands and gown, but ha a 


o 


and saunas Se ese. But the Justice 


barrister, having always worn the orthodox robes. Mr. Ramanathan did 
not himself argue, but held a junior brief who 


Fe 
fe 
i 

if 


Ramanathan thro 
4 It is reported that the Chief Justice 

was a wig. 

= oie bee 


It is stated that Mr. A. H, P. 
lane, Official Receiver in Bankru; for the districts of Kingston, Guild- 


ford, Edmonton, and Barnet, his t, and his 
resignation tales effect os from the tte fast. The business in the 
Kingston and Guildford districts will be transferred to Mr. 

whose office will be at 24, Railway- and the 


, London- 
business of the Barnet, Brentford, and districts be trans- 
ferred to Mr. Mercer, whose office is at 119, «Victoria-street, West- 
minster. From the same date Mr, Mackintosh will take over the busi- 
ness of the Greenwich, Croydon, and Wandsworth Courts at present 
administered by Mr. Mercer. 


Inquiry would seem to be desirable as to the following statements, 
which appear in the Daily News :—‘‘ Bitter complaint continues to be 


made by solicitors at the police courts and sessions of barristers 
wee oe betes aay. ance ca eee eee oc oe 


ne 
have been invaded in this fashion tells a story of a client for whom he 
Sot beng toe ccna ee oe this 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICAYURE. 
Rota CF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 











COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1890. 


N.B.—Queen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals will be taka in Court I. om the 
tee hed ae —_—e > April > 2 es } _——- 
tor als on Wedneedays, acd Bankruptcy Appeals on an 

Admiral Tre when poe P Queen's Bench Final Appeals, 


in Court I. every day during the 
N.B.—Chancery Isterlocutoty and oneor 
will be taken in Court Ii. on the first day of Easter Sittings 


15), after which (subject to repay | Appeals on W 
Pal Appeals wus be tantioned ta Ooent . every day duriag 
A from Lancaster Palatine 


i 


4 be] 
i 
rE if 


the Court will be taken in 
bony April 17, and on Thureday, May 1; see Notice at end of 


Ateiniy Ages (oth Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on 
specially appointed by the Court. 

Lunacy matters be taken in Court Il. on every Wednesday, at 10.90, until 
further notice. 

APPEALS FOR Hgarine. 
(Set down to Wednesday, April 9th, inclusive.) 
*ROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATS, DIVORCE 
ROBATE D DIVORC 


AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (P AN 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE STANNARIBS COURTS. 


From the Division, 
Cavaeral Let) 
1890. 
In re Rev Sie EB R J 


deo Jodrell v Seale 
(served, &o) from order of 
In re Rev Sir E R Jodrell, deo Jodrell v Seale 
from order of Mc Jastics > 


and served, &o Daa, 1889 
i iy Sie Soa "dada Sale oppo Mary 09 oto 
r 
re den Jodrell ¥ jase Sotng dt Prenee Diskin 


? 





turban in combs lyk It seems that this is the first time this garb 
been seen in court in Ceylon, the lato Sir Coomara Swamy, also a Tamil 


« 
Lin Pe Rev Sir BR Yodrell, 


- 


SAAT MAY COREE @UcE et 
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eon and ors (baving liberty to attend) from order of Mr Jastice Stirling, dated 
14 Dec, 1889 Feb 15 

In re Fairfex Kelley, dec Whitworth v Oates app of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Chitty, dated 4 Dec, 1889 Feb 18 

Stevin v Moll app of pit from judgt of Mr Jastice Kekewich, dated 25 Feb, 
1889, order on fur con, dated 25 Jan Feb 18 

In re P Consolidated Copper Mines, ld, Expte W H Bosanqaet app of 
W H Bosanguet from order of Mr Justice North, dated 6 Feb, refusing to 
remove name from registsr of members 

P. ie Consolidated Copper Mines, 1d, v Badman In re Portuguese Con- 
sol:dated Copper Miner, ld, and Co’s Acts app of F Badman from order dated 
6 Feb refusing to remove name from register of members Feb 22 

“ “Pes app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 7 Feb 

e 

Jepps v Richardson & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated 14 
Nov, 1889 March 1 ; 

InreJ Beale, dec Beale vy Roysl Hospital for Incurables app of British Home 
for from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated 17 Feb March 6 

of Northampton v Pollock app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 

North, dated 12 Feb March 7 

Sanguinetti v Olliver app of deit from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated 13 Feb 


8 

Dyer v Wileon app of pits from order of Mr Justice North, dated Feb 18 on 
sums to ny chief clerk’s certificate March 10 

Van Gelder, Apsimon, & Co, id, v Sowerby Bridge United District Flour Sos, 1d 
app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 1 Feb and previo 1s order 
dated 17 Jan, 1890 ogee ES let of Mie 8 x 

v Copestake app of pit from juigt r Jastice Kekewich, dated 
6 March, 1890" March 12 a : 

In re Empire Mining Co, ld, & Co’s Acts and J 8 Co’s Arrangement, 1870 (peta 
of the ae and Liquidators) of T De Hoghton (debenture holder) 
from order of Mr Justice North, dated S March, sanctioning ssheme of arrange- 
ment March 15 

ge oe betty] Fong Fe & Co, and on: * tara! a pee 

7 y Barlow & Jones, Id app of defts from juigt of Mr Justics 
Chitty, dated 27 Feb, 1890 ” . 

In re Barlow & Jones, 1d applictn to register Trade Marks numbered 71211, 
71212, 71213, end Opposition of Johnson, Son, & Co 

In re Barlow & Jones, 14 applictn to register Trade Mark numbered 71214, and 
Oppositicn of Johnson, Son, & Co app of Johnson, Son, & Co from ordera of 
Mr Justice Chitty, dated 27 Feb, 1890 March 17 

Lidstone v Collis app of deft in person from judgt of Mr Justice Kay, datad 18 
Feb, 1890 Marck 17 

In re W Sharp, dec (construction) Rickett v Sharp spp of def: J H Sharp 
from judgt of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 20 Feb, 1890 March 17 

In re Hetty Roper, dec (charitable bequest) Taylor v Bland app of Att-Gan 
fom = of Mr Justice Kay on petn for psyment out, dated 1 March, 180 

Is re W W Rawlins’ Will (devise of No 85, Cannon-st, lately pulled down) and 
Settled Estates Acts Peta of Emma Rawlins, widow, and anor app of E 8 


Rawlins (eursi trustee and executor of L G Rawlins) from order of Mr 
Justice Kay, March 15, on petn March 29 
In re Emma Elizabeth Walters, dec Neison vy Walters app of defts H E Walters 


& enr from jadgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 2 March, 1889 March 29 

In re » E Waiters’ Trust Neison v Walters appof defte H E Walters 
& ors from jadgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 21 Dec, 1889 March 29 

Wallis v Sayers Wallis vy Seyers app of Baker & Sons from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated 22nd July, 1889 

Same actin spp of pit from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 28 Feb, re- 
ae 2 OS Rekiees co to mensme of demege t be comet 

Im re the Madagascar Mercantile and Develepm=nt Syndicate, 1d, & Co’s Acts 
app of Thomas Trimuell from refusal of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 14 March, 
to rectify Register of Shareholders April 1 

Webby Prime app of defte from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 12 Mar 


April 2 
=, Blair spp of pit from jadgt of Mr Justice Kay, dated 11 Feb 


In re Massingberi’s settlement In re Clark’s tcitlement Clark v Trelawn 
ry se Trelawny & anor from judgt of Mr Justice Kay, dated 
pr 
From the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
(Separate —ws List.) 


¥ Partington spp of pit from order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 
Feb fing cot pa a fence we particulars an embatransing to ft tal 


A atin 
(Generel List.) 
1889. 


In re James Tasker, dec & v Tasker app of defts from refusal of the 
Vice-Chancellor, dated 24 July, to vary registrar’s report disallowing deft’s 
Gaim ageinst estate Aug 7 


1890. 
Lowndes & Cov Edwards & axr of from of the Vice-Chancellor 
dete’ Veo 18H) March % —o Het 


NLL. —The Palatine Appeals as the dates of setting down are reached 
= dedqund ab teeteenouan and taken on the firet Tharsdsy in 
Secteg the ction stterwatis on the first Thuredsy ia the following months 


ats — ¥fitinge veri Appeals (if any reached) will bs tsken 
Tharsdsy, 7. 
Thureéay, sly 1, 


YOM ORDERS MADE ON INTERLOCUTORY MOTIONS IN THE 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
(Seperate Iaterlocatory List 


Bech + Wale ayy yt from relasal of Mr Justicn Btirling, dsted March 7, 
ty restraln “nes with yit se member of Pelican Club Lerch 10 
Bylente ¥ Adiley’s Patent (Machine Made) Bottle Co, 14 apy of pits from order 


of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Feb 22, for better answer to interrogatories 


March 18 

In re FH LS Hamilton, aninfant, by G S Hamilton, his Father and next 
friend app of Infant from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated Feb 28 March 24 
(order not drawn up) 

Craven v Close app of pit from refusal of Mr Justice Chitty, dated March 21, 
to restrain until trial ths sale of premises comprised in mortgage March 3] 
(order not drawn up) 

Brett v Bowies app of plt from refusal of Mr Justice North, dated March 14, 
° a publication of magazine with title like plt’s April 3 (order not 

rawn up 


FROM THE QUEEN'S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
AOMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISIONS. @ 


For Judgment. 


1889. 

Cochrane vy Mocre app of plt from jadgt of Lord Justice Lopes, dated 20 July, 
et trial in Middlesex (c av Jan 20—present, Master of Rolls, Lord Justices 
Bowen and Fry) 

Mitchell v Simpsoa app of plt irom Justices Denman and Charles refusing new 
trial, action triei by Mr Justice Manisty in Middlesex (c a v Jan 24—present 
Master of Rolls and Lord Justice Fry) 


For Hearing. 

The National Conservative Industrial Dwellings Assoc, ld v Rate app of plis 

an ie of Mr Jastice Cave,-dated 20 November, at trial in Middlesex 
ov 27 

Powers & Sons v Wells & ors app of plt from judgt of Baron Huddleston & Mr 
Justice Stephen, dated 7 November, affirming judgt of Official Referee Novy 28 

R Gordon & Co v Wm Mason (Q B Crown Side) app of deft from judgt of 
the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Mathew, dated 26 November, alfirming 
judgt of County Court J Nov 30 

Jones v The Bangor Mutual Ship Insurance Society, 1d app of pit from judgt 
of Justices Mathew & Wills, dated Nov 13, on special case Deo 5 

The London Steamship Owners’ Matual Iasce Soc v The Grampian Steamship 
Co, ld app hay from judgt of Jastices Mathew & Wills, dated Nov 11, on 

8 case 5 

Prosser v The Lancs & Yorks Accident Insce Co, Id app of dfts from judgt of 
Baron Huddleston, dated Nov 25, at trialin Midax Deo 9 

Thomson v Isaacs & Sons app of dfte from judgt of Baron Huddleston, dated Dec 

4, at trial with ajury in Middx Deo ll 

The Guardians of Poor of Mitford & Launditch Union v The Guardians of 

the Poor of Wayland Union (QB Crown Side) app of Wayland Union from 

judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Mathew, dated Nov 20, affirm- 

ing order on special case stated by sessions Dac 11 

The Charnwood Forest Ry Co v The Lonion & North-Western Ry Co app of 

pits from judgt of Lord Justice Bowen, dated Aug 9, at trialin Middx Dec 12 


1890. 


Knill vy Towse (Q B Crown Side) a oa plt from jadgt of the Lord Chie 
Justice and Mr Justice Mathew, dat Dec, 1889 Jan 6 

Still v Freebold House Propert Co, Id app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 

S:ephen, dated 16 Jan, at trial in Middlesex Jan 21 

Partridge v General Council of Medical Education and Registration of the United 
Kingdom app of plt from judgt of Baron Huddleston, dated 20 Deo (jury 
discharged) at trial in Middieeex Jan 23 

Moss v London and Transvaal Syndicate, 1d app of defis from judgt of Mr Jus- 

tice Mathew, dated 27 January, at trial in Middlesex Feb 65 

Ciaydon v Patnan app of pits from grist of Mr Justica Grantham, dated 29 

January, at trial in Middlesex Feb 

J C Colquhoun, Surveyor of Taxes, vy W F Heddon (Q B Crown side) app of 
W H Heddon from jadgt of B.,ron Pollock and Mr Justice Hawkins, dated 20 
January on case stated by Commissioners of Taxes Feb 3 

H H The Nizam’s Guaranteed State Railways Co, ld, v R Wyatt, Survesor of 
Taxes (Q B Crown side) app of Ry Co from judge of Baron Pollock and Mr 
Justice Hawkins, dated 21 Jan, on case stated by Commissioners of Taxes 
Feb 3 

The Met Ry Co v The Met District Ry Co & amr app of plt Co from decision of 
Mr Justice Mathew at trial on preliminary point as to jarisdiction of arbitrator 
to determine questions in dispute in action Feb 7 

Cochrane v Entwistle app of pit from prdet of Mr Justice Manisty, dated July 
4, at trial with a jury in Middlesex Feb 11 

Cohen v Mitchell spp of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 22 Jao, at 
trial of interpleader issue as to title to j in Cohen v Foale Feb 11 

Crocker vy Hobman & Co ‘a rg from judgt of Baron Haddleston, dated 5 
Feb at trial in Middlesex Feb 14 

Mitchell v The Queen (pein of right) A — from judgt of Mr Jus- 
tice Mathew, dated 4 Feb, at trialin Middlesex Fob14 

Guardians of the Poor of Headington Union v Guardians of the Poor of Ipswich 
Union (Q B Crown Side) app of Headington Union from judgt of Baron 
Pollock and Mr Justice Hevkine affirming Sessions Order, subject to cise 
stated as to pauper settlement Feb 17 

Bellingham v Herding app: f delt from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 6 
Feb, at triel in Middlesex Feb 18 

Whatley v Holloway (Q B Crown Side) app of plt from judgt of Lord Justice 
Fry and Mr Justice Mathew, dated 8 Feb, on “pp from County Court Feb 18 

Sno#den v Baynes (Q B Crown Side) app of plt trom jadgt of Baron Pollock & 
Mr Justice Wills, dated 4 Feb, on spp trom County Cou®t Feb 18 

Berry v Lew's “pp of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Cavs, dated 29 Jan, at trial 
in Middlesex Feb 4 


Green v Hendry app of dolts from judgt of Mr Justico Mathew, dated 24 Jan 
Rives B,C py dy! Co, 14 of dofts from jadgt of Mr Justi 
at ov ron Uo, ) C) rom 0 r Justice 
Grantham? dated 11 Yob, nt trlal in Middlesex Fob 23 
BR & W Hawthorn, Leslie & Co, 1d v The Mutual Shipplog and Trading Co, Id 
app of deft Co from judgt of Mr Justice Day, dated 19 Fob, at trial at Now- 


B Balisn & Sons vy G UO Joly Victoria & Co, 1d app of dofis from jadgt of Mr 
itMows ne 26 Jan, a! trial at Middlesex Vob 27 (security ordered 
Fisher ¥ Roberts app of a from jadgt of Lord Justico Fry, dated 28 Feb, at 





trial in Middlooex 
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Bell v Rayner es of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Day, dated 21 Feb, at trial 
t Newcastle 

Att-Gen v AB Greene, spinster (Q B Revenue Side ong. Set deft from jadgt of 
Baron Pollock and Mr Justice Hawking, dated 24 Jan March 7 pte 
Bristol Trams an e Co, 1d v, Mayor of City o mh app o 8 
from judgt of Justion Denman anil Vanghen han Williams, dated 22 Feb | March 8 

Mayor, &¢, of Borough of Salford v Cony vere Lancashire app of pits 
from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 10 robe at trial at Manchester 
March 8 

Gresham Life Assce Soc v R H P Styles, p Sawverer of Taxes (Q B Revenue — 
app of the Gresham, &c, Soc from judgt of Baron Pollock and Mr Justice 

awkins, dated 22 Ji an, on case stated as to income tax ig 10 

Atkinson v Bradford 3rd Equitable Benefit Building Soc of defts from 

judgt of MJ Justice Mathew, dated 24 Feb, at trial in Middles (jury dis- 


roh 11 

Taff Tile Ry O. Co v Barry Dock & RysCo app of defts ge hay of Mr Justice 
Wills, Sir F Peel, and Mr Commr Price, dated 24 Feb March 17 

Thomas & ors v Barry Dock & Rys Co app of defts from judgt of Mr Justios 
AL &mith, dated 20 March, at trial in Middlesex March 1 

House v Steel, Young & Co app of pit 1% jadgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated 5 Feb, ‘at trial in Middlesex March 1 

Heatley v Barnard app of pit from judgt s “Baron Huddleston, dated 17 Dec, 
at trial in Middlesex (jury discharged) 


“Mills v Charlesworth app of pit from tat ¢ of tM 7 ustice Day, dated 12 March, 


at trial at York March 25 
Antony Gibbs, Sons & Co v Young & anr app of defte from jadgt of Mr Justice 
Charles, dated 19 Nov, at trial in Middlesex from Bristol March 25 
Taylor v Taylor app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 20 Feb, 
at trial in Middlesex March 27 
Callerne v The London and Suburban General Permanent Benefit Buildin 
p of _ f° judgt of Mr Justice Mathow, dated 24 Feb, at trial in ae 
x Apr 
Metcalfe & aur v Lord Wharnoliffe & anr app of Lord Wharocliffe from judgt 
of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 13 March, at trial at York April 3 


FROM PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 
(A DMIRALTY.) 
For Hearing. 
With Nautical Arssssors. 
1889, 


Shia Assyrian (damage) Ross, T Smyth & Co v Owners of Assyrian app of 
afts fetes judgt of Mr Justice Butt, dated 30 July Oct 7 

Ship Rock (salvage) Owners of Discovery & ors v Owners of Rockcliff. 
a and freight app of plts from jdgt of Mr Justice Butt, dated 2 August 


N.B.—Admiralty Appeals without Assessors (if any) are taken in order of date 
of setting down in the Queen’s Benoh Final Lis:. 


FROM THE QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 
~~» 


Sitting in B 
In reJ B Spence Expte J B Spence ap "Spence on. nets order, 
dated March 13, made by Mr istrar b Sokister on peta of J C Richardson 
In re G Spackman Expte J HF (trustee) app of W May & ors from order 

of Justices Cave and A L Smith, dated Feb 18, affirming act of bankruptcy on 
app from Bristol County Court 
In re W P V Wallis Expte Lickorish & anr app of Lickorish & anr from order 
of Mr t Linklater, dated March 6, limiting costs to out of pocket ex- 
penses, and cross notice of debtor for dismissal of petition 
Inre A H Barker Expte E Constable app of E Constable Sey we from order 
of Mr Registrar Giffard, dated Feb 27, granting unconditional discharge 


FROM ORDERS MADE ON INTERLOCUTORY MOTIONS IN THE 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
ey List. 


Jay Gomme, pe v Robinson app of pit from Justices Cave and A L Smith, 
affirming refusal of Mr Justice Charles to make interim injanction per- 
og Roe heard, March 17—present, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of 

and Lord Justice Fry) 


1889, 
Sat © Keane app of deft from Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice 
Mathew giving pea to proceed with action upon payment by — 
former action 


1890. 
Hopkins y Turner & Co a of defts from Justices —— and Wills ne 
new —aoction tried by Baron Huddleston with a in Middlesex 


Hopkins v The Smathwiet District Local Board of foueh app of Sane trom 
ustices Denman and Wille, on applon for new —- ing aside verdict an 
judgt for defte—aoction tried by Baron Pollock with a pay at Stafford Feb " 
Vandala & Cov Laws app of pits from Justices Denman and so, Ny appltn 
for new trial settiog , verdict and judgt—action tried by Tustioe 
Charles in Middlesex Feb 

Jenkinson v The Rossendale * Valley Trams > 1d app of pit —_. Justices 
Denman and Wills on applotn for new trial eng: entio irecting 
gers for defendant—action tried by Mr J usticn Chetiee at Slverbosl wit with a jary 


Proudfoot v Hart a s It from J pa Mathew & Cave, setting aside fladings 
ye jedgt aaa ver and directing new trial and assessment of 
am r 
Reynolds v Tooth & Ward app of pit from Justices Denman & Willa, on 
new trial, setting aside Nordiot and directing entry of jadgt for dhimacton 
tried by the L © J at Lewes Feb 22 (soourity ordered 
Johneon v Christian Million Pablishing Co, ld a t from Justices Denman 
& Wille refusing new trial against dft co—action ‘ by Baron Huddleston 
with spate ar7 in Middx Feb 26 (soourity ordered 
Tee Farnia ing a: d Finance Co, ld v Brown app of aft from mnt Juatices 
Denman and Wills, dated Fob 10, refusing new trial—action tried by Baron 
Huddleston with a jury in Middx M 
Haslewood & anr v Consolidated Co, Id S23 oom eee of defts from 
a of pd | Cot Justice and me Master of the Rolls, da Feb, setting 
st Guecing we fal on appeal from County Court Maroh 6 
whe York Olty & County hints Qo, 1d, v Took app of deft from order of 





the Lord Chiet Justice and the Master of the Rolls, dated 27 Fe affirming 
order for liberty to defend on payment into court March tl’ (security 


ordered) 
vo rn Se Ae Te See eee 
trial action tried by Mr Justice Stephen at Manchester 


March 

De Rothechild Freres v Morrison, Keke & Co of defte from order cf 

the Lord Chief Justice and Lord Jastice a 5 March, affirming order 

La Bengee de Poe, thee Ps B Morrison, Kekewich, & Co f defts 
e de Paris et des Pa asv Dp o 

PRacony 2 hg of the Lord Chief Justice and Lord P aed ® dated March 5, 


affirming order of Mr Justice Day as to wharfage arch 17 
La Banque de Fiance v Morrison, Kekewich Ge “spp of defts from order of 
the Lied Chief Jartice end Lied Justion F SF cleotk &, ctionter artes 


rstpher  Langwarthy & ort app of Misch 17 
a Soe y & ors plt from the Lord Chief Justice and 


the Rolls, dated 27 7 Feb, affirming order to strike out claim ani 
Gootont oé aston soul Earl of Verulam March 9 
Christopher v Langworthy & ors 
the Master of the Rolls, dated Feb , affirming order to strike out claim and 
dismiesal of action against Sarah Langworthy an? ors March 19 
Carey & ors v Warbirton & ors app of pits from Mr Jus‘ice 
applicta for payment of interest on amount found due, and for better account 
(set down by order) March 19 
Hamlyn & Co v Griendtsveen Co of plts from order of the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice and Lord Justice Fry, dated ted 4 March, discharging order for service of writ 
out of jurisdiction March 21 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Easter Srrrines, 1890. 


New Tria Paper. 
For Jadgment. 


Waterford Steam Ship Co, 1d, vy Abercarn Coal Co (heard before Justices Denman 
and Wills, 13th, 14th, and 20th Feb, 1890) 
For Argument. 
1889. 


Middlesex Thornton v Tippitts (part heard before Justices Wills and Vaaghan 
Williams Mr Jelf J Stephen 
Set down 12th August Liverpcol Shutt v Holgate & ors Mr Kennedy Justice 
Grantham 
Set down 30th November Report of W Ridley, ay =e Referee Smith v 
Howden Union & anr (not before -_>* Apr ‘orbes 
iddlessx dv asa Mr Bigham Baron 


Set aown 3rd December Mi 
Huddleston 

Set down 13:h December Middlesex Morgan v Tennant Mr Winch Juatics 

Cave 


1890 

Set dowa 23rd January Middlesex Maw &anr v Jones & ors, trailing, &c Mr 
Wedderburn Justice Manisty 

acne 2m Seeeny Middlesex Stewart v Miller & aur Mr Tindal Atkinwa 
ustice 

Set don 2ith acunry Middlesex Garrett vGoodsall amr Mr Fillan Jua- 
tice Stephe: 

Set down 27th January ag G W Hemming, Esq, Q.C., Offizsial Referee 
Booth v Boutflower Mr T Atkinaon 

ee Set Exeter Saunders vy Western Manufactaring Co Mr 
Bullen Before the Under-Sheriff 

eee on Seay Middlexx Poole & ors v Cordery Mr McCall Justice 


on down 6th February Middlesex Loe v Nixey MrT R Kemp LC J of 


England 
Set down 6th F Middlesex Barnes v Down aap Shaman Jastice Stephen 
Motion for judgment No 2 to be with this 
Set down 7th February Middlesex ae grt oy vo Mr Willie Justice 


Stephen (See No 16) 
Set down 13th February Middlesex Black & Cov King &ors Mr Bigham 


Justice 

Set down 18:h Febraary Prested v Austia & ors Mr Marshall Jus- 
tice we fou F eke! No 14) 

Set dowa 19th [ay sien Bllis v Tottenham Local Board Me M 


Lash 
cao oe Middlesex Marks v Beyfus & ors Pit in person Baron 
Haddleston 


Segue BA teaser a Sr Oxtom ope ae 
wo March Middlesex Rudge Cycle v Stoddart, Loveriag, 
Baron Haddlestoa ” 


my Dory oa Beach wv lmperial Union Accident 
As ld Mr Chitty Justice D 
Seo down 10th March Mocasteen-tyes Craabie vy Wallsend Local Board 
Mr Waddy Justice Day 
Set down 12th March Middlesex Wright v Loadea Road Car Co, N Mc RT 
a Baron Huddleston Motion for jadgmeat No 3 to be angaed with 
on 
Set down 13th March Laicester yy ada men Bara Pollock 
Se Sen Wok Bat Carnarvon Roberte + Qwea Mr Higgins Jestice A L 


Smi 
Set dowa 19th March Middlesex Maclarea & Sons v Davie & ore Mr Howitt 


Haddleston 
Set down )9:h March Nottingham Lenya yy Barua Polleok 
Set down 19th March Sussex ten AS BY be Under Sherid 
Sa Newoaatle-oa- eon v North Bastera Ry Go Me 
it Justice 
Set down Qlet M Exeter Archibald » Fisher Mr Baokelll Justice Cave 
py Liverpool Norman v Bianiagtea & ore Mr Biptem 


gat Gown tad Ae Liverpool The Mereay Forge, 14, ¥ Caton @ Oo Mr Gally 
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here Aen Bristol Budgetts & Co v Binnington & Co Mr Bucknill 
ce Cave 
ce ~ ala Leeds- Mayor, &c, of Salford vy Lever Mr Lockwood Jus- 


tice 
Set down 9th April West Riding Machill vy Milnes Mr L Walton Justice Day 


SrPEcIAL Paper. 
For Argument. 
1890. 


8&-t down 220d January, due 28th January R D Baxter In re an Arbitration 
between the Met Ry Co and the Met District Rv Co fe o generally) Special cass 

Set down 7th February, due 12th February WH Nicholls Parker v Bacon 
(Fane & anr, c!mts) — case 

Set down llth February, due 17th February Biicham & Co Whadcote & anr v 
Pope & ors Special case 

Set down 3rd March, due 11th of March Fux & Thicknesze Northfleet Coal & 


Balla t Ce, Id, v Butchard Special case 
CA Bannister Hitchcock, Wiliams, & 
Cov Edwards Special case 


Set down 5th March, due 11th March 
pe 
Set down 2ad April, due 15th April Williamsor, Hill, & Co N E Ry Co v The 
Normenby Local Board Special cass 
OrrosED Motions. 
For Judgment. 
Cozene, Hennessy, & Co v Morgan &anr (terrd let April, 1890, before the Lord 
Chi-f Jastice of England and Mr Justice A L § nith) 
For Argument. 
G.ffard v Mayor, &c, of Wolverhampton (pt hd 4th March, 1890, before the Lord 
Chief Justice of England and Lord Justice Fry) 
Barnes & snr v Down (to be argued with Motion for New Trial No 13) 
Wright v London R ad Cer Co (to be argued with Motion for New Trial No 23) 
In re Co t -_ a ke ec Expte Bonner & ora 
Mordey ‘o v Knight & ors 
In tea Seng, &ec 


Expte Rowley 

Clark v ein & Co 
In re an Arbitration between La Societe Anonyme des Phosphates du Nord, &o 

and Langdale’s Chemical Co 
In rea Solr Expte Law Soc 
Vague v Davy (‘0 come on with above Motion) 
In rea Solr Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
Hall v Bryce 
Dale v Holbrook & anr 
Heuniog & ors'v Welch & 2 

ors ¥ anr 

Ridgeay v Smith & Son 
In res Soir Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
Davies & Co and anr v Miers & anr 
Phillips v Crompton & Co, ld 


Same v Sane 
Internationa! Land Syndicate ld, v International Commercial Co, 1d, & ors 


Galvin ¥ Leyionds 


Romer v O zen 

Mc rie & ors v Lamplough & Co & ors 
Stomdza v Stour( za & ors 

Callum v Strousberg 

Flint v Chamberlayne 

Bostock & anr v Fernie 

Henderson v Thorn (Anderton & anr, 3rd parties) 
v Grumbly & Co 

&e Aesoce, ld, v Prole 


a 
He 


Blég. Soc, 14, v Hobern & anr 


! 
F 


fl 
A 
i 


| 


& ors 


Incorporated Law Boc 


e< 


: 


if 
Hi 
i g 


e & Trams Co 
we Boe Id. & Industrial & Provident 800 Acts, 


Commercial Dock Co 
Shaw, Bevile & Albion Co ld, & the Colonial Union 


il 


tie 
BrEE 
Ie 
i 


if 
i 


Hydreulie Power Co 
Incorporated Law Boc 


k 


: 


oman be Xe 


Comptoir 4’Escom pte de Paris urgent 
& ors 








Williams v Jenks 

Crowther v Turner 

Wertheiwer v 

Titley & anr v Howard 

Crown PapEr. 
For Judgment. 

Surrey, Wandsworth Council of Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain y 
Wheeldon County Court Defendant’s appeal Argued Feb 5, 1890, cor 
Pollock, B, and Hawkins J 

For ent. 

Cardiganshire, Lampeter Evans v Jenk County Court deft’s app 

Glamorganshire, Swansea Usher & Co, ld v Hall County Conrt plts’ app H H 
Judge Williams 

Yorkshire, W R The Queen v Mayor, &e, of Harrogate (ex pte Gray) Nisi for 
mandamus to ve plans 

Devonshire, East Stonehouse Hawke v Cole County Court Plaintiff's appeal 
H H Judge Edge 

Shropshire Smith v Humphries Magistrate’s case 

i The Queen v J G W Bonsall, Esq & ors Jj &c Nisi for certiorari 


ein 
for bastardy order at instance of G Owen 


Somersetshire Giffurd, Fox & Co v Chard Union & ors Quarter sessions 
Appellants’ nisi to quash - 
Somersetshire Boden & Cov Same Quarter Sessions Appsl'ants’ nisi to quash. 


Monmouthshire, Tredegar Morris v Usher & Cold County Court Defendants’ 


al 

Yor , Oley Walker & ors v Leach County Court Defendant’s appeal 

Gloucestershire, Stow-on-the-Wold Appleby & Wife v Hippisley & ors 
Cuunty Court Plaintiff's appeal 

Yorkehire, Sheffield Hawley v Clegg & ors Counly Court Plaintiff’s Appeal 
H.H. Judge Ellison 

Middlesex, Clerkenwell Steadman & ors v Bax County Court Defendant’s 
a 


Yak, Leeds Harrison v Sharpe County Court Defendant's appeal 

Hastings Meadows v Taylr Magistrate’s case 

Same Same v Same Magistrate's case 

Surrey, Southwark Amos v Duffy & Son County Court - Defendants’ appeal 

Glam-rganehire Leyson & ors v Williams Magi.trate’s case 

Surrey, Chertsey Stroud v Finney County Court Plaint)ff’s appeal 

Middlesex, Buw Warner v Piper County Court Plaintiff’s appeal H.H, 
Judge Prentice 

Middlesex, Bloomsbury Britieh Gyi ecological Soc v Freston County Court 
Plaintiffs’ Po H Judge Bacon 

Lancashire The Queen v Morecambe Local Board (expte Rushton & ors) Nisi 
for man¢amus to spprove plans 

Gloucestershire The Queen v Jj.’s of Gloucester (expte Fido) Nisi for 
mandamus to hear appeal 

Met Pol Dist The Queen v M Williams, Eey, Met Pol Mag & Grover & Son 
(expte Somer) Nisi to state case 

Middlesex, Biompton Murtegh v Bary County Court Defendant’s apyeal 
H.H. Judge Stonor 

Met Pol Dist Goldsmith & aur v Slattery Magistrate’s case 

Lancashire, Burnley Simpson v Baxter & ors County Court Plaintifi's 
appeal H.H. Judge Gates 

—— Smith v Barber County C.urt Plaintiff's appeal Mr Commistioner 


err 
Yorkshire, Skipton Ingleby v Slack County Court Defendant’sappeal H.H. 
Judge Gates 
Mi‘dlesex, Marylebone Tite v British Kosher Meat, & Co & Lavie County 
Court Defendant Levie’s appeal j 
Staffordshire, Barslem Harrison & Son v Sailer & Co County Court Plaintiffy 


a 

Cambridgeshire, Wisbech Hubbard & anr v Goodley County Court Plaintiff.’ 
eppesl HH. Judge Price 

Middlesex, Bloomebury Wilke’s Metallic Flooring, & Co v Midland Ry Co 
County Court Defendants’ appeal 

Northumberland, Newcastle-on-Tyne Trepholme v Kilbun County Court 
Defendant’s appeal. 

Haddersfield Mayor, & of Hudderrfield v Shaw Magi: trata's Case 

Monmouthshire, Newport Jones v Aberdeen, &¢ Monumental Co County 
Court Plaintiff's appeal 

Middlesex, Brompton Smith & Sonsv Kirk & anr Connty Court Defendants’ 


appeal 

Yotksh’re, Kingeton-on-Hull Bradley v Dock Co at Kingston-on-Hull County 
Court Defendants’ a 

Suene, Rees Griffiths Bros & Cov Hannah County Court Defendant's 


appea 
Yorkshire, Pontefract Hazzlewood v Marshall & anr County Court Plaintiff's 
8 


Hall v Small; Magictrate’s case (under Met Bldg Act, 18 & 19 
Vict c 122, s 106 & 1 7) 
YVorkehire, Leeds Blackburn v Voskes & anr County Court Defendants’ 


9” ered Tonbridge Local Board v Jones County Court Plaintiffs’ 
ap 
Kent, Senbelige Tonbridge Local Board v Jones County Court Plaintiff,’ 


Cant O’Gorman v Sweet & ors Magistrate's case 
Met Pol Dist Daw & Son v Lotdon County Cvuncil Magistrate's case 
Middlesex, Clerkenwell Fenton v Hooker County Court Defendant's eppeal 


H.H, Judge Eddis 
Yorksbire, a Dyson v Hirst &anr County Court Defendants’ appeal 
T Py ae v Jj.’ of Glamorgan (expte Elliott & ore) Nin for 


Lancashire Overseers of Manchester v Ormskirk Union Quarter Sessions, 12 & 
12 Viet, ¢ 45,6 11 

Dorsetshire Phil 

Surrey, Southwar 

Surrey, Wendeworth 

Devonshire, Exeter 

Lindon i 


& aury Bogie Masivoate's case 
Roberts v Simpson County Court Plaintiff's appeal 
Moore & anr v Barker & ore County Court Plaintiffs’ 


Maynard v Linscott County Court Defendant's appeal 
oslin vy Gt Kastern Ry Co Ma: or’s Court Plaintifl’s appeal 
Colaan y Kelby ‘Comnty Court Defendant's eppoal 


Northumberland, Morpeth 
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<= 
Middlesex, Marylebone Hobbs v Cathie (Bell, 3rd party) County Court 


Defendant’s appeal 
London The Queen v G E Ry Co (expte James) Nisi for certiorari for inquisi- 
tion for compensation 


Yorkshire, ee Brier v Brown County Court Defendant’s appeal 
Shropshire, bien avison & ors vGroome Summons for prohibition ref-rred 
from Cham 


Lancashire, Bary Kay v Renshaw & Son County Court Plaintiff's appeal 

Lincolnshire Caistor Union v Jackson & ors Magistrate's case 

Middlesex, Westminster Foster v Barrett County Court Pisintiff’s appeal 

Warwickshire, Birmingham Cbamberlain & Hookham ld v Cadogan Electric 
Light Cold County Court Defendants’ 

Lancashire, Liverpool Leach & ors v Glynn & Son County Court Plaintiff,’ 


ap 

Devonshire, Newtcn Abbott and Torquay Smerdon v Dawson County Court 
Plaintiff's app-al 

Met Pol Dist Fletcher v Briant & Son Magistrate's cate 

Somereetshire Anderson v Hamlin Magistrate’s case 

seepenion, Winchester Dearlove v Frederick County Court Plaintiff's appeal 

Middlesex, Brompton Beach vy Escombe County Court Defendant’s ap 

Middlesex, Bloomsbury King v Henderson County Court Plaintiff's appeal 

London The Queen v Pownall, Esq, and ors, Lisensing Justices, &c (ex pte 
Hanbury & anr) Nisi for mandamus to hear oy 

Middlesex The Queen v Bird, Eeq, & or, Jj, &c, and Willesden Local Board 
(ex pte Greenfield) Nisi to state case , 

Middlesex, Clerkenwell Teale & Co vy Reed County Court Defendant’s appeal 

Met Pol Dist Fortescue v Vestry of St Matthew, Bethnal Green Magistrate’s 
ass 

London He'g vy Coste Mayor’s Court Defendant's appeal 

Yorkshire, Halifax Crowther & anr v Walker County Court Defendent’s 


ap 

» Sena Hammersley v Loughborough County Court Plaintiff's 
8p 

Staffordshire, Steffsrd Rowland v Sladen & anr County Court Defendant’s 


Essex, Romford Scott v Bell County Court Defendant's appeal 

Middlesex The Queen v Judge of Brompton County Court and anr (ex pte 
Escombe) Nisi to hear action ‘ Beach v Escombe’ 

Middlecex, Edmonton Lucas v Chestle (Mann & ors, claimants) County Court 
Plaintiff’s appeal 

London Reeve v Townsend Bros County Court Defendants’ appeal 

Monmouthshire, Newport Rees & Co v Jones, Phillips, & Co County Court 
Defendants’ appeal 

Flintshire Jones & anr v Bennett Magistrate’s case 

London Emmitt v Perrin Mayor’s Court Plaintiff’s cape 

London Beard & Sons v Bellwood County Court ibition 

London The Queen v Comptroller G l of Patents, Designs, &o («x pte 
Kipgescote) Nisi for mandamus to hear applotn : 

London The Queen v Lord Mayor & ors (ex pte Link) Nisi for prohibition 

london )n1e Metropolitan Building Act, 1855 In re an action ia the City of 
London Court Foot v Hodgson County Court Respt’s app 

Middlesex, Westminster Pugh v Horseley Co,1d County Court Defts’ app 

Warwickehire, Birmingham Morgan & Co v Peace & avr County Court defts’ 


Spp 

Glamorganshire, Swansea Thomas v Powell & ors County Court Pit’s app 
H H Jadge Williams 

Middlesex, Bow Pankhurst vy P.na County Court Deft’s app 

Chatham and Sheerness The Queen v E J Athewes, E:q, Stipendiary Magistrate, 
and Chatham Local Board (expte Milton) Nisi to state case 

Kingston upon Hull Dixon vy Wells Magistrate’s case 

Southampton The Queen vy West Cowes Local Board (expte Jones) Nisei for 
mandamus to enforce bye laws 

Middlesex The Queen v Judge and Registrar of Marylebone County Court, and 
Payne bong Aspinali & Co) Nii to hear applica'i n or tax costs 

Warwickshire, Coventry Handeley v Fern County Cour: Pit’s app 

Yorkshire, Sheffic'd Ryalls vy Barker & Son County Court Pit’s app 

REVENUE PapsEr. - 
For Judgmert. 

The Governing Body of Charterhouse School, applts, and Lamarque (Surveyor of 

Taxes), reept (ca v Jan 23) 
Causes for Hearing. 
Attorney-Gen v Mayor, &c, of Hythe & anr 4 English information 
Attorney-Gen v De Burton & ors By English information and Supplemental 


Order 
Cases as to Income Tax, Stamp and Corporation Duties. 

Whitehead, applt, and Wilson (Surveyor of Taxes), — 
North Britieh Water Gas Syndicate, 1d, applts, and Commissioners of Inland 

Revenue, respte 
In re Duty on the Bootham Ward Strays, York 

Opposed Motion. 

Attorney-Gen v Highland Ry Co and Dougal (Referred from Chambers) 
Motions for Attachment for Contempt—16 








APPEALS AND MOTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Appxza.s for hearing befo e a Drvistonat Court Sitting in Bankruptoy. 


In re Harvey Ex pte Official Receiver 
In re Tregaskis Ex pte Sees 
In re Hudson Ex pte South Shielde & Westoe Burial B .ard 
Ia re Same Ex pte Trustee (cross appeal) 
In re Watson Ex pte Official Receiver 
In re Reese Ex pte Bryant 
Motions in BANK aupToy for hearing before Mr. Justioe Cava. 
Tn re Sheen Ex pte Comptrvller 
Ja re Moor Kx pte Wilding v Wickenden 
In re Bradbrook Ex p'e Hawkins v Bradbrook 
In re Tillett Kx pte Robinson & anr 
In re Ridgway Hx pte Robineon & Fisher 











In re Bradbrook Ex pte Bishop v Hawkins 
re Herepath & Delmar Ex pte Delmar 

In re Davis Ex pte Hammond & Co v Mason 

In re Bagott & anr. Ex pte 

In re Clift Ex pte v Fletcher 

In re Barton Ex pte Chief Official Receiver v Barton 
te Same Ex pte Same v Stewart 

abet niga pom Ee ome Hore fete 
re ett, trading as Barton Harper v Robinson 

In re Kolkenbeck Ex pte Henderson v Wacoyne 

In re Same Ex pte Same v Stenting 

In re Ex pte Same v Schoner 

Ia re Same Ex pte Same v Kolkenbeck, G. F. 

a re Same Ex pte Same v Kolkenb:ck, A. 

In re Smith as 

In re Dodde, M. B. Ex pte Exors of Vaughan v Brown & ors 

In re Ashwia Ex pte Ball v Upton & ors 

In re Dodds, J Ex pte Exors of Vaughan v Pritchard & aur 

In re Richards, Power & C> Ex pte Cooper v P. & anor 

In re Ree Ex pte Salamen v T 3 & ors 

In re Field Ex pte Pratt v Thomas & ors 

Ie re Same Ex pte Same v Lewis & ors 

In re Bryant Ex pte Smart v Carr 

In re Lunn Ex pte Sheriff of Surrey 

In re Green Ex pte Williams v Haslack 

in re Kemp Ex pte Kemp v Jones 

In re Douglas Ex pte OJell v Harper 

In re Trehearne Ex pte C. O. R. v Ealing L-cal Bord 

In re Andreoli Ex pte Gresnbank v Acdreoli 

In re Spalding & Hodge Kx pte Patent Co 

In re Easton Ex p’e Elliott v 

Ia re Finch ™ pte West-ra Counties Agricultural Soc v 

east 

Ia re Mc Gregor & Smith Ex pte B vulton v Huater 

In re Levy Ex pte Sheriff v x 

In re Breslauer Ex pte Palmer v Wild & or; 

Ia re Flindell Ex pte Isard v Richardson 

In re Fx pte Morton vw Pratt 

In re Carpenter Ex pte Besley & aur v Official Receiver 

WINDING UP NOTICES. 

London Gasette.—Fripay, April 11. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liarrep rt CHANCERY. 

ABBEY MILLs DISTILLERY, , J, has, by an order dated March 10, 
BBEY MILLS De Tyall Bail 1, Grecham bides, Basinguall et, to be official liqui- 
dator 

. LiaiTED—Creditors are on or before 

apuemane te Pears 2) ies ae of their debts a 

ard t Uawker, 11, Temple st, . May 22, at 12, 
is appointed for hearieg ond adjationtigg come Oe Sea} avar 
ay Stirling, J, on Saturday, gy et Co, 

ogetaee sas ianan te area 1, 
Gicested to be Benak Vetere SEany, © on SaaS, 19 Reynolds, West 
Smithfield, so petners 
FiscHER —Petn for ted April 10, directed to 

* be heard before Kay, J, on Saturday, ‘> West & Oo, Cannon st, solors 
or petner 

QGvuARDIAN Horss, VEHICLE, AND GENERAL Insvaance Co, Lusrreo -Stiriine, J, 
has fixed April 22, at 12, at his chambers, for the appvintment of an official 

PUBLIC AND Co, Lusrrsep—By an order made by Sticlieg, J, 
dated April 1, it was ordered that the be wound up 3 


‘albrook 

UNITED —Peta for winding up, 
sented April 2, directed to be hore Unity, J. on Saturday, 1 
Tickell, Walbroos, solor for petner 

London Gasette.—TumspaY, April 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lirrep in CHANCERY. 

ALFRED Lu«rrep —By an order made Kahywish, J. dnted, March SB 

wav ordered that the company be wound wp ood Barrs, Clement's inn, 


5 


, LIMITsD— order made J, dated 1.it 

Pras ordered thet the men Ra = Suiting, ; gh 
‘or petner 

EORGRE NEAL Luiarep—Creditors are on or befare 5, to 
TA ae cat ein, onl Oe their debts or to 
en Nene 6 ae 
Uxsrap Bagow Comte Ge, Enaran—By an order made by North. J. dated 
March was ordered that voluntary oompany 
contin’ Ingle & Co, Threadneedle st, solors for 

County Patatine oF Lancaster. 


TRAM & SONS, ‘The Vi or has fixed Friday, April 25, 
“aetna, Garence sh Albert ey, Mancbeeter, for une sppobineat of sx 
official liquidator 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Lazay Qaueewan Loven ov Inserannene Ose Panrows, San Inn, Westbar, 
‘ ‘s VER €QUARE) Workine Man's Cuvn, Little Grosvenor st 








ees 
it the house ja. wateh yun lve fe to be sold over ey Fy 
seectaatie oe ny ore es 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 m5 -$S CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF Cram. 
London Gazette. = Pamper, April 4. 
Batt, Janz, Tue Brook, nr Liverpool. May 16. Banks & Kendall, Liverpool 
BaYtzy, Emma, West Bromwich. Msy7. Brady, Birmingham 


Baesqueeen, cua Bowdon, Chester, Iron Merchant. June 1. Chapman & 
ester 

BELL, JANE HAUGHTON, Alleyn park, Dulwich. July 31. Louisa Bell, Moor- 
field, Alleyn park 

Bout, CHARLES, Dartford, Publican. May 5. Tippetts & Son, Maiden lane 

BRAcEWwsLL, THOMAS, Nateby, nr Kirkby Stephen, Westmoreland, Joiner. June 
2. Johnson t ma Lancaster 
LEY, SARAH JANE, Albhem rd, Stoke Newington. April29. Tyer, New inn 

cH, ADELAIDE » omens DUNBAR, mag A rd, Gipsy hill, Upper Norwood: 

Ma i bo ye 

Broad, Cheltenham, Gent. April 4 30. "Babb & Co, Cheltenham 


Broap, JOHN, ox: Gaiedois Gent. April 30. Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 
Browy, Lim py Notting hill terr, Bayswater, Gent. May 5. Meynell, 


Bryaxt, Emma, Barnet. May 10. Boyes, Barnet, Herts 
Coox, Sarau Ann, Marloes rd, Kensington. May1. Gillman, Southampton st, 


0. 
Dat.iston, ELEANOR, Woodsome rd, Highgate rd. May7. Swain, Old Jewry 
Davies, TrmoTuy James, Birmingham, Wine Merchant. May 15. Lynex, Bir- 


m 
Day, a Liverpool, Glass Merchant. May i6. A. E. & W. H. Cowl, 


Vv 
DRESSER, ‘y Aww, Norton, Yorks. April 30. Walker & Langborne, Malton 


Earrz, CLARA Doweet, Tunbridge Wells. May 15. Rivington & Son, 
Fosrsr, Mary Fiatcuer, Choriton upon Medlock, Manchester. May 6. Slater 


& Sons, Manchester 
, CHARLES Paton, Withington Hall. nr Manchester, Merchant. 
May?. Wigglesworth & Rogerson. Manchester 


ee Og, Burslem Burslem, Staffs, Potter’s Manager. May 12. Tomkinson & 
Hust, Canorine, Essex rd, Islington. April 30. Robert Milnes, care 
of John R. Hall, Neca chmbrs, Temple ovenne “a 
tton St Morguset, Wilts, Farmer. Mayi7. Samuel Col- 


borne, Stratton St Marg: 
Key, Joseru, Eerssinghem, 2 Malteter. April 2i. Arnold & Son, Birmingham 
Taylor, Essex st, 


Krrcnex, Joseru Sern, Wardour st, Gold Refiner. May 31. 
LaNGTon. a Any, Bexley Heath, Kent. May 5. F. M. Whittingtam, 2, 
Lanoror, es Heath, Kent. May 5. F. M. Whi 
ry = ey , ay tting- 
BRooxE. CHARLES, Middlewich, Chester, Esq. April 20. Trafford & 


Cook, eg 
Wr4141m, Ely, Cambs, Solicitor. June 1. Bartlett & Co, Cannon st 


Mouttay, Wirt am, Streatham, Surrey, Esq. May 10. Peters, Guild- 
hall chbrs, Basinghall . 


Owsgs, Witt1sam Gzoncz, St John’s w May 13. Nye & Co, 
; uazixc Groncn, Boundary ri, ts) ood, y ye , 


PaGcz, Cuaxtzs, Boxted, Eseex, Cattle Dealer. Mayi. Pope & Co, Colchester 


Parcs, RopereT WEzz, Gunterstone rd, West Kensington, Rail Car. e 
Superintendent. May 2. Titiey, South sq, Gray’s inn pap. me 


ScHIMMELMANS, CHARLES EDWArD, Margate. Apr 30. Paine & Co, St Helen’s pl 
Szmiorn, Tuomas EvERED, Old Cleeve, Somerset, Farmer. April 25, Reed & 


Cook, Bridgw 
—- STEPHEN, sen, Bybrook, Kenningtom, Kent, Miller. May17. Norwood, 
Sarre M MonTacvusg, , King st, Cheapside. April 30. Maxwell, South Sea chmbrs, 
cme, Be are Rozrtxs, Monnington on Wye, Hereford, May 31. New & 
Srarromp, Wir11sM, Su 3 , 

ed pekeet, Goltning, wrey, Corn Merchant, April22. R.E. & 
mee — Freeperice Wi114M, Iquique, Chili, Master Mariner. May 24. 
ToortaL, MarGazet, Pendleton, Lancs. May 2. Slater & Co, Manchester 
Uspgeesiit, Guorcz, Roysl Leamington Spa, Dairyman. April 12. Burridge, 


Wazruays, Evwaxp. Ellerslie rd 
aya tt oa a rd, Hammersmith, retired Jeweller. May 20. Nis- 


We Jamus, Castle rd, Kentish Town, Pipemaker. June 2, Price & Son, Wal- 


Pres- 


| Wrtxs. RopErr. Terrington St Clement, Norfolk, Farmer. June 1. Reed 4 
Watman. Downham Market 

Woop, JoHnn, Uttoxeter, Staffs,Gent. May 21. Cooper & Co, Uttoxeter 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 8. 
Baary, ne East Cowes, I W, Master Mariner. "May 19. Bailey, jun, 
e 

| Bursant, Mant Ann, Bingham, Notts. May 17. Burton & Eking, Notting. 
| Camps’ BELL, CuRrsTINIA Donoruy, Exmouth. May 1. Lawton & Co, By 
0) 

CopNER, JOHN, Kingston upon Hull, Painter. May 19. Laverack & Son, Hull 

| Easton, Wri11aM, Leeds, Arbitrator of Fire Losses. June 10. Crumbie, York 
Gunman. Wasssn, Kirton in Lindsey, Lincs. Junei. Freer & Co, Brigg anj 
HaAkzRIs, GEORGE, Charefield, Suffolk. May5. Birkett & Ridley, Ipswich 
ee ALFRED WAED, Manningham, Bradford. May 8. Berry & Co, Brad. 

(*) 

Hrest, SAMUEL, Halifax, retired Draper. Mayi7. Jubb & Oo, Halifax 
Jounson, ExizaneTH, Skipton, Yorks. June 2. Wright & Waterworth, 
JONES, Maesycrugian Manor, Carmarthen. June 30. Walters, Car. 
Monnet, Tmomss Crigglestone, Yorks, retired Innkeeper. May1i. Iansons&é 
Scorm. Janes, Wakefield, Eating house keeper. May 1. Iansons & Co, Wake 


STEER, WILLIAM, Plymouth, Builder, May 10. Snell & Holman, Plymouth 
TOWNEND, ALICE, Bath. May 8. Woollcombe & Son, Plymouth 
ee ELIZABETH, A a a Mesa’ oe May 18. Bertie, St Bene’ 
. 3 ‘a 2, () 
st ugus' Pp y t 


ALEXANDER, THOMAS JOSEPH. Robert J: Hiampatend rd, Engraver. May 18, 


e’t place, 
ATCHERLEY, Davip Fanon, Marton Hall, Sal , Esq., J.P. \. 
Ashton & Woods, W: * » in. re 


' a EDWAED, heffield, Painter. June 2. 


Clegg & Sons, 
BEw, it wy J. Milwr, ur Holywell, Flint, Mine Manager, 


Ry aumen, Lichfield, 8 
ALTER, Solicitor. May 8. Birch, Thame, Oxon 
Brown, GEorGs, Preston, vue Worker. Mayii. Higson, Preston 


DEACON, ng 3g ae = > Soe sq, Esq. May 14. W. M. 
Frou, 3 Biinovoaa, yon pk, Highbury Butter Merchant. May 17. Madden & Co, 
eee t.-5  ~—e St. Wionow, Cornwall, Gamekeeper. May 5. Borlase 
Gane, Sees, Tedworth sq, Chelsea. May 15. Wilkinson & Son, Lincoln’s inn 
HALLWORTH, HANNAH, Cheadle, Hulme, Chester. April 30. Lee, Manchester 

Harwoon. Hzengy, Waterfoot, Lancs, Innkeeper. May 10. Woodcock & Sons, 


Loreen, <4) Lr} _ Copeman, Baildon, Yorks, Painter. June 2. Rawasley & 
Maxey, eTmoMAS, Louth, Lincs. May 2%. Wilson & Son, Louth 


Factor. May 10. Rutter & 


Rutter, Mere. ib and W: ton 
MUELLER, ELIZABETH, 69 May 9. Tweed & Oo, Lincoln 
OLIVER, 


. formerly of Caversham, Reading, Butler. April25. R.E. & 
Godal: trey 
RICHARDS, ANNE, Monmouth-rd, Bayswater May9. Humphreys & Sons, Gilt- 


ur chmbrs, Holborn Viaduct 
Sims, Smuon, Steeple Ashton, Wilt2, Farmer. April 25, Mann & Rodway, 


SNELGAR, Letitia, Bromley, Kent. May 24. Shepheards, Finsbury circus 
STEPHENSON, JANE, Easington, Durham, May 17. Moore & Co, Sunderland 
ee | JouN, Easington, Durham, Butcher. May1i7. Moore & Oo, Sun- 


er! 
Tuorrs, GzorGz, Thorne, Yorks, Printer. May 14. Palmer, Doncaster 
FRACK, hae ne Morton, ~~ ,» Kent, Esq. April 30, Tahourdins & Co, 
ictoria st, Westminste: -” ~ » y 
we, CHARLES EDWARD, Norwich. May 31. Tack, Norwich 
WILLIAMS, ate Bassaleg, Mon, Farmer. May 3, James, Bassaleg, nr New- 
port, M or Lewis, Alma st, Newport, Mon a 








renting s house havethe Sanitary tethoroug 
Se eens), wk tilation Gor at oppeatee Tow Balt Vi 
toria-st , aaa Estab. 1875), who also undertake 

&e. —[ 

















FREDERICK WILtIAM, Leeds, Manager in 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. | Kuup, Wr1am, Shipdham, Aprily” Paqwer Ser Wheat eal Manufactory Leeds Pet ‘Avril 9 
London Gasdtte—F 21DaY, April 11. Lanpquist, JustUs FerpInanD, Mark lane Ord A 
Inission coed anon lees Briza, Liangelynin, Merioneth- 
RECEIVING ORDERS. a Apel! 9 Ord mithive, Mate Quarry ‘broprietor ‘Aberystwith 
Bez, Joux, High st, Borough, Boot Manufacturer | Lzwis, LOU othier Pet April 9 Ord Apri 
High Court Pet ppt Apes Ord April 9 Kingston. ey Pet April9 Ord Aprils THORNR, pasme | Hilhenboro ugh, Jankeover Tun- 
Bown, Gzozan Borret and Evwaup MYAtt, Wood | Lona, Josern Epwanp, vishop's Stortfor , ro Wells saoele Ord April 9 
st, Straw Bonnet Warehoussman High Court Pawn zi ford Pet Avril 3 ord: E 113 a RICHARD. Ds Devineae “Wits, Boot 
Pet Avril 9 pte MARnsHaltt, OnAnizs WittisM, Vercker rd, West Bath Pet April9 tS 
oo ~ E1szs, ington, Leather Beller War- Kensington, Commission Agent High Oocurt Yate Sonne OLLIS, Ghouces ® Solicitor 
Seen Sean ene, O14 Kent r4 souae Wau on Ys ith, Oarter Great ee ee 
° ILi4. armoutna, rea’ 
rea ister High Court Pet Apel 0 Ord moemouth, Bet April 9 Ord ion The olin amend notg smote ta fr that 
Buooxes, ALEXANDER, Market Gar- Dealer High Court Pet March 21 Pood ‘April 9 | Warts, Josaru, Derby, Plasterer Derby Pet April 
ener Birmingoats Pee Apritg” Ord April Naiman mate, Cental tal Meat Market, sit ld. 8 Ord Aprils = 
ey gee Surrey, Builder ‘oy don roth Salesman High Oourt Pet April 3 FIRST MEETINGS 
Ciayios, Joux Northern Potato ParmE, Maser Baloo, © Ogitbecgher Bart Buynry, and CHARLES e Bonnen, De ap lye 
Market, ont, Potato Baleeman High Naotwich nA Grows i "Pet ot April op bldga, inca we April 22 at 2.90 
— Pa ra9 Ord April é Clee x POLLARD, Se oe By tn, ren, } meer ondnaruptcy lag. in r¥ (P.. som: tien 
Tags ee ch ach, 31” Ord Aves? we Porgy, Tags, Hi sent a Mason MDoatist Apr April 2i at 8 3 Off Reo, 119, Victoria st, 
se rai, x1 ee FO etahs open 9 April 9 — yer bua art bldws, forthasn -_ 
on r Ord 
ae | appa By erat | geo, oP of es az 
Norwich fa Pet 8 Sui “antaoprer April 23 at 12 
me, haat iO ei 
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In’s inn 


ester 
& Sons, 


isley & 






itter & 


1. E. & 
» Gilt- 
way, 




























April 19, 1890. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 




















-—_—— 


aN, WILLIAM, Hoylake. Chesh Grocer April 
i 3 at 2.30 Off Ree, 95, Victoria yr . 


Duncan, WALTER. Green st, Grosvenor sq. Artist 
April 22 at 11 Bankruptcy bides, Lincoly’s inn 
youre, ELIZABETH MovunsEY, Not ham, 


Tobacconist | 18 at 12 Off Rec, St ere 
Church walk, Nottingham 

Huss, JaMgs JOHN, Norwich, Conteotioner April 18 

Off y tA &. be st, Norwi 

Joumsom JAMES, aren 2 nr Fakenhsm, 
Norfolk A Clerk in Holy Orders April 19 at 1 Off 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

JosEPH, LEWIS MANSEL, Aberavon, Glam, Licensed 
Victualler April 22 22 at il Caste Hotel, Neath 

LEE, LBonaRD GEORGE, Chesterfield, Dealer in Music 
‘Aprit 18at1 Off Rec, St James's chbrs, Derby 

LONGLB&Y, CHARLES, Gosport, Tailor April 28 at 3.30 
166, Queen st, Portsea 

a wo. JOHN DONNELLY, and AMBROSE 

kley rd, Bermondsey “April 28 at = 30 

Benuraptey bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 


Morzis, JANE, Pembroke. Boot Dealer April 23 at 
2.30 Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 

OwEns. HuGH, Bootle, Lg April 21 at3 Off Rec, 
85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

POLLARD, WILLIAM, Burton on lrent, Draper April 
18at2 Off Rec. 8t comes s chbrs, Derby 

Poits, THomas, Harrogate, eee Mason 
April 28 at 1230 Off 

PRITCHETT, J — Butcher April 21 at 
8 Off Rec, Sal 


STANLEY, JOHN ‘oo TP Heigham, Norwich, Licensed 
Victualler April 19 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
orw: 
TAYLOR, FREDERICK WILLIAM. Newport. Mon, Oon- 
| ened April 19at12 Off Rec, 12, Tredegar pl, 
ewpo 
YEWDALL, en Henrietta st, Covert garden, 


Svlicitor April2iati1 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
Y inact dy, Glam, Butcher April 
OUNG, BLES, T ody utcher 
18 at 12 Off Reo, Merthyr Tydfil 


ADJUDICATION 8. 


CLAYTON, JOHN OxLEY, Gt Northern Potato Market, 
King’s Oross, Potato Salesman High Court Pet 


Tuomas WILLIAM, Comber. Somerset, 
—_ Yeovil ™ Apr9 Ord Apr9 
Huaeerns, WILLIAM RICHARD — = Crouch 
Hil. ‘Slate Merchant High et Oct 29 


any r 
m114mM, Brick ct, Temple. Barrister-at- 
law "High Court Pet Jans Ord Mar 19 
LL, CHARLES WILLIAM, Vereker 4 West 
— ~ Fm Conanigeioe Agent High Vourt Pet 
yy Ord Apr 3 
Mawer, Henry, South Betting, Surrey, Baker 
Oroydon Pet Mar29 Ord Apr 
Mitis, WazTER, Gt ——_ a Gt Yar- 
mouth PetApr9 Ord Apr9 
Nash, JOsIAg, ‘iton-next-Gravesend, Mineral 
Water Maker Rochester Pet Mar25 Ord Apr 9 
Owgns, HuGH, Bootle, Baker Liverpool Pet 
26 Ord Apr9 
PAYNE, Hagry JOHN, Woore, Salop, OColtbreaker 
Nantwich and Crewe PetAprs Ord Apr9 
Sax DERs, THomas, Gt Sutton st, Clerkenwell, Watch 
Deaier High Uourt Pet Apr3 Ord Apr 8 
SEARLE, WILLIAM, O: WIT} Wood Merchant Oxford 
Pet Mar 17. Ord Apr 
SmitH, FREDERICK Tazax, Leeds, Manager 
ann Ls Manufactory Lect’ Pet fra 9 


SMITH, a Ween Quy, Liverpool st, King’s Cross, 
(Cheatrical Manager High Court ee Feb 11 


Ord April 3 

Turt, Owaans RICHARD, Deview, Wilts, Boot 
Dealer Bath Pet ot April 9 rd April 9 

Wicrorpd, 8. J., Worshi gt Machinise High Court 
vet Febé Ord Ap: 


The following amended me is substituted Ses 
that published in the London Jan 
DUNNING, NATHAN JOHN, Melbourne, Derbyahire 
a 1 Victualler Derby Pet Jan 1 Ord 
an 
London Gagette.—Tunspay, April 15, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ADLAM, Wises De Hgyry Fgeding, Fan fo 
houseman Bot Feb 9 Ord Feb 9 
APPLETON, Wie urbo i Lecnert, 
Yorks, Farmer Northallerton Pet ‘April 8 ord 
tl 
Awos, JONATHAN, Barnard Oastle, Derbas. Seed 
Cake Maker Stockton on fe and Middles- 
borough Pet A 
Barker, JOHN, Whitby, Yorks, oa Reooktos on 
pee, —_ Middlesborough Pet April 9 Ord 


Bow, Farmer Ohelms- 
pri i weer Apriti 


Jon BEEVER, ‘Holmfirth, Tork, 
Oarmarthen 


mis ‘fs Jous, Naves 





Apri is Aprils) Ord Ape i Draper Oanter- 
ffolk, Farmer Ips- 


een 








PAbrita Ord Ape en Traro Pet 
pasPl nn Gueres, Cnet 
ot Dele is Detnele r¢ 


Miltoa 
Court 
Pet — 9 Ord April Gaal 
Dawson, JonN SAMUSL eines, Otle coms, 
jours aoe yman Joiner Pet’ April 3 it 


Daa “Tuomas JaMES, Wolverham Hi 
Rett Wolverhampton Pet re ‘Ord 


Dome, a. Goveale Wardour ac Oxford st, Provision 
High ‘Oourt et March 24 Ord 


op 2 
DovuGcatL, Kem Jounson, Lyddington, 
Medical Man Swindon ’ pet Feb 25 nord Ap 7 
YN, EDWARD S lesham, Essex, 


HosBEen, BROTHERS, la’ of. George y ze. i Lombard st, 
Court Pet 15 Ord 
= cman, Me t+ Mary’s © K Wido 
ABY, ray, 
oer an Pet Marais 19) Ord April 10 _ 2 
anes York, Clot ork Pet April 
12 Ord ril 
HT, heleasn, Winshill, Burt on Trent, 
<— k Wheel y exten = Tren’ 
Pet March 24 Ord Ap 
LEANING, JOSEPH, Gi TGrims . Bricklayer Gt 
Grimsby Pet April 10 Ord April 10 
, ABRAHAM Davin, Hackney rd, Boot Manu- 
facturer High Oourt Pet April 1i Ord April 11 
LoGan, WriitiaM GEorGE, Surrey House. Victoria 
Embankment, Auditor High Court Pet Feb 24 
Maker, amas, late of Larter A Accountant Liver- 
MIDDLETON, JOHN, Me ye Wheelwright Wor- 
pril2 Ord April 


Pet A: 12 
Blackpool, Physician 


cester 
MorFrat, me -y 
Preston oe 12 Ord — 
Mupon, E SyYBEtLA, Sydenham, Jeweller Greenwich 
Pet March 19 Ord —_ _ = 
Pendl Lancs, Coal Merchant 


ORMROD, JAMES, 
Salford Pet March 28 Aovril 10 
Swansea Pet 


A ml19 0 ‘OrdApri 10 
Pantin, Ho H. Bikkenhead, — neces Birken- 
Pet -Apeil 1 Ord Ap 
+ eas, We cream Fy Llcensad Victualler 
mit, Jou Pet April 9 Ord April Kesex, Brie’ 
helmsford Pet March a Ord Apel 9 


ROBERT, = Cart, Gt ae + : Oxford st. 
Metal ane High Court Pet April 10 ord 


April 10 
Rounp, Jonan, Old Hiil, Rowley Regis, Staffs, 
April Victualler Dudley Pet April 2 Ord 


2 
SEIU Henry, Leatherhead, Surrey, Builder 
Cnarten Pet Fet April 9 Ord April 9 
Nottingh ee ota ie Ort ae marl 
ottingham ir 

Epwiy P, Park st, YS sae lens High Court 

Lad og Ord M 
» THOMAS, Susser, Grocer Hastings 

Pet A 1 Ord 


—e — st, Faloon sq High Court 


WILL SaMUEL, Bermond: New rd, 
Butcher High Oourt et. April 11 April 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


“Gardener Bet, ae bebe stn Janene 
April a at 11.90 Off Reo, hens, Abert i, Taidiilee. 
anor pent et Eh Eee Bakes 
New st, Huddersfield 
Sco ei, an 
88, Carey st, Lincoln's inn fields 


Lea: 
Lt oil, Of ~~ rtford 
a CS) ae st. Coven Sr 
Dyer Yt... vo Mat 11 Off Reo, 
or row, 


tFRED, Bradford, Pianoforte Dealer 
Apa fat il sp pl 
j | CMporter May 2'a0 11 8% Carey st Lincalms 
ati 8 
inn fields a J 


. Harris, N 
‘at 2.30 Om shoe’ Se. ee jn 


Ooox, ason 


a RE 
a at 1 
pe St | wea 


ge Lowen 
gee knee 
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vision Dealer Apr 25 at 2.89 53, Oarey st, Lin- 
Dae, JOuN, st, Holborn, Window 


Red Lion 
Glass Dea'er Apr 2% at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
st. Lincoln's inn 


Dusazav, st, Camden Town, 
Walter %5 at 11 
galet Linn Pak —- bidgs, Portu- 


Edmonton, Farmer Aprwats Off 


Freer & Co, ii, Ri re eee 

a mee y- Norto albot Hotel, To woest 
GILBERT, JAMES _ 
Apr 25 at li ay 





Licensed 
row, Bir- 


GRAINGER, WILLIA mm, | —— Grocer 
Apr 22 at 2.30 Thomas Wall, sol 

noe, Se ay Gare of 8 a the 

tay blige: Portugal st Apr aaae 

Howrs, Davin, N April 26 at 


ae Off Reo, 6 King st, 8 
“"Morchante Apel #2 at 8 Off Rec, Ogden’s ch’ 
Jovon, Hamza. Balell ' Roos ah Ookeore sete’ Bante sae 


Peaiteer Mat 
at 11. Off Ree, 8, Albert i. Middicsboreeet 
=MP, 
26 ab 18. Off feo, B 
— Se Barton on Trent, Jour- 
Tk Btation ont it April 28 at 2.90 Midland 
MIDDLETON, JOHN, 1 April 
orcester 


26 at 11 Off Rec, W. pa Ren 
ARTHUR GEORGE, t 
April 23 at 230 Off Bank chbrs, 


Ormeron. J. Pendle . Coal 
fee Off Heo, Ogden's thors, Briliee st 
Cum, " Qusca’s Head Cale, Bangor April 25 


orvester, Licensed Victualler 


April 24 at 10 Dit Reo Warvestes 
Grocer April22at3 Off 
Ree, 4, Pa ton 


PoristTr, Emity, New Bond st, Assistant pe hag > me 
. Dressmakers 


‘sian ennai ta 33, Carey st, Lin- 
eeper April 25 at 10 2; Oita ss, Hereford of 
RErnEn Famh Rodear: Yorke, Webstonel ker 

24 at 11 Git Ree. 8 Albert iy Siddiesboroagh 
A) Mat 3 Off 
“as Sige, 3, Sietaeee ot, TSvexpeet 


pil iat 196 Duke se, Whitevaven 
pag et pt he 


adie 
ScHOFIELD, WiitiaM Henry, Stratford upon A: 
Butcher Sunnie "Ot Reo, 17, Horttord st” 


SHIPTON, TLL1aM WatTEr, Cam, Glos, Publican 

April 25 at 2 via Ball Hotel, Darsley 

Snmron, Lous MICHAEL. —ar tems Strand, 
General Agent April a cat et Carey st, 


is 
Tort, Cartes Ricwarp, Devizes, Wilts, Boot 
Dealer April 23 at 12.30 Off Reo, Bank chmbrs, 


wae, Come Sura. Ovenden Gate, Durbam, 
—— eee gh stages 


Dar! 
= Theatrical A: April eon u 33 = 
rmouter 
st, Linooln’s inn fields 
ig Ag tn 


nae Seas Se Hye ee ond a 
Tees and Middlesborough Pet April 9 





Sale 
Brookes, ALEXANDER, Uren, 

April 11 on : 
Caraa, Wizscam, sacentodiqeuh tive 
10 bang EY 
Ouven Donen pomery Wnieter We 


monton eee Ord April 10 


votord het A kr on Ee 
a 








5 APL OP EERE NTE PORN RET APY 


OO EN NEI CURE NE OEY LE AERO 
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= 
Joumsron, RopertT Mevins, Newcastle on C) 
Grocer Howeastic on Tyne Pet Mavok a Oe 


yor Farmer Nor- 
ee ee 


LEANING, Fagg 9 "Great Grimsby, Br Beehioyer Great 
Rosenr, N: rt, Mon. 
‘on Pot Ma 7 Ord A: 
Morratt, ROBERT MAXWELL, 
Preston Pet April :2 word A: 
NEALE, MATTHEW YY, East 
OrmnRop, J. Bet March can ie Merchant 
pon erchan 
Salford Pot March 28 ( oe aoe a 
Owens, Hannan oo teher wansea e 
April 10 Ord April 
ILLIAM, ecnsiien Licensed Victualler 
Pet April 9 Ord A — ll 
PoLLaRD, WILIAM, on Trent, Woollen 
Burton oa Trent Pet April 9 Ord 


9 
Ports, THomas, Harrogate, mantel 
York Pet Aprils Ord April 
, ALBERT, Salisbury, Butcher Salisbury 


9 
il. Cumberland, Innkeeper 
Roars, J. saga Eg Me i h Oourt 
‘ACOB, Broc' , Ken er’ jou! 
Rous © Old tid, Row! sis Staff: 
ONAH, * Ww is, 3 
Licensed Victualler Dudley Bet April 2 Ord 


inckpool, Physician 


Mason 


—- . 
- reamed High Court Pet April 11 "ord April 


W Ggorce, Newton Abbot, Devon, ine 
Mabe, Gone, Pet March 81 Ord April 
BANKRUPTOY ANNULLED. 


Grarr, Pup, Central st, St Luke’s, Master Baker 
High Court Adjud May 2, 1899 Annul April 12 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK 


23.—Mesers Eowis Fox & BousFIEtp, at the 
E.C., at 2 o'clock, Freehold Properties (see 
ent, March 


29, p. 4.) 
esers. Srna era CLARE, & 
aad (oon advertinement, April en 
Bee P 4 
> Maer t, EC., at 
ding “Bite, Freehold and 
eas Investments (see advertisement, April 


25.—Messrs. Baker & Sons, at the Mart, E.C, 
at 2 o'clock, Freehold Reversionary Ground-Rent 
(see advertisement, this week, p. 4.) 

er ap GREEN & Son, at 
1 for 2 precisely, City Breehoid ¢ 


Ground-Rent (see 
advertisement, April 12, p. 4 ) 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
he Lote. 3 East Acton. w- the 
'Eaward ee 
a 1 ocrof gston-uy ye 
Pence te wit toot Ms 5, Marsh, solicitor, of 
@s0n. 


agen 
Row .arr—Hemincway.—April 10, at 
itt, Bettow af n Oolloge, Osta Camb-i 
Barrister-at-Law, to zabeth, 
= the late James Hemingway, 


Ord | przwrs.— April 1 


Dealer Newport, | STEP 


| TEATHER.—April 13, at 33, Camberwell-park, William 
reenwich, Chemist | 


the Mart, E.C.,at | 


—— 
enry de la Beche Diary, of 
the Inner Saagehe, bs t-law, 
JACKSON.—April 9 bareetarat Hall, Suffolk, Sir 
Louis Stuart Jackson, C. I.E., late Puisne Judge of 
oan a gh Court, eer er 66. 
Preste’ William 


April 
Stephens, Olerk of. the "Haass for Radnorshire, 


Edwari Teather, golicitor, aged 45. 





All letters intended for spublication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the:name of the writer. 
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Journal with regularity in the Country, wu 
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to the Publisher. 


[sapuerrep MAN (Honors, 1889) 
kship ; 


Conveyancing nd General Oler! 
a — ; London; salary £10). 
y Journal” Office, 27, Chancery- 





yee | GE, LONDON and SOUTHERN 

UNTIES INVESTMENT, ADVANCE, 
and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 879, Strand, 
W.C.—Loans promptly granted; no fees or deduc- 





tions; easy repayments ; low interest ; forms free, 


REVERSIONS, ANNUITIES, LIFE 
INTERESTS, LIFE POLICIES, &. 
MESS. H. E, FOSTER & ORAN.- 


FIELD (successors to Marsh, Milner, & 
Oo.), Land and ae i and Auc- 
~ yes consul: upon uestions a! 

Interests. ‘Their Periodical 


Bales festa above 
Sales (established by “the late Mr. H. E. Marsh in 
on the First Thursday in each : 


um 
———- 


escription of p: 
fee ede nding com: Lay A or permanent 
morté ages Di egotiated. — ‘Datress, 6, Poultry, London, 





, AW.—Wanted, by a Solicitor, Office Room 
with use of Clerk ; willing to Assist; oe 


perienced in ody ranches ; or would —— > 
Journal” Ofc Capital.—Address, A., “So citors’ 
Journal” flice, 27 alemseaan London. 





AW. —Wanted by a B.A. Oantab—un- 
admitted—a General Clerkship in a well-estab- 
lished business, with a view of ultimately o ourchasing 
a share in the Partnership.—Address, E., “‘ Solicitors’ 
Journal’”’ Office, Chancery-lane, London, W.c. 


AW.—TRANSFEB of ARTIOLES.—A 
City firm would be willing to take, without 
remium, a Gentleman who will work and has peseed 
fait of his term—to yg A py BAF pg 
Olerk whose term is expiring.—Apply to & B., 
ore of Witherby & Oo. t op Wownen' 's-court, Sornhill’ 





A SOLICITOR of ability and lon experi- 

ence as a Law Coach, Reads with didates 
for Examivation. Postal Preparation is carried on 
by corrmgenia papers dictated a a Shorthand writer ; 
terms moderate.—Address, Coaca, 9, Fencharch- 
street, London, E.C. 


N IBISH SOLICITOR, ino practice up- 

wards of three years, being desirous to remove 

to England wihee to obtain a situation in an English 

Solicitor’s ce, either as an articled clerk or other- 

wise.—Address, 8S. O., at Shelley & Uo.’s Advertising 
Offices, 5, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 





SSIGN MENT of ARTICLES. a Gentle - 
man who has passed the Intermediate desires 
——- ia office of City Solicitors ; i an 8 death the 
use of change. — Address. &. Y » * Solicitors 

Jo onal ” Office, 27, Ohancery- ay we 0. 


O SOLICITORS RETIRING and the 
EXECUTORS of DECEASED SOLICITORS. 
—A well-known and eee London firm of 
Solicitors are willing + urchase the practice of a 
retiring or de tor on libera\ terms; only 
peineleaio Pome en it ar direct to LEx., care 
ot Clements & Son, Law Btationers, 22, Chancery- 
ane, 


ANTED in a County Court Office a 
capable and industrious Junior Clerk, writing 
rs salary hand and with knowledge of the work; 
pees r annum.—Address, with references. X., 
= poner, 22, Ohancery-lane (Block 
o} ) Lon on, W.C. 


wn TED, Law Reports, 1866 to 1875; 
Davidson's Conveyancing ; Law Times (N.S. ) 
and 16; pert Dart’s Vendors, 1888; De G han 











ex's © 





Company Procedente; Ouitey’s Equity Vadex-—Mr. 
8 Equ adex.— 
| Rosy’s a Se 5, St. Samat y-aquate, anchester. 








THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, 


LIMITED. 


Labor omnibus unus-— Georgicon, nb, IV: 


AlzxampEen Cuoseman, Eeq. (Messrs. Croseman & Prichard), 16, Theobald’s- 


road, W.C. 


ven = Eeq, (Mesers. Pemberton & Garth), 5, New-court, Lincoln’s- 


Hawer Evwarp Gzrrriz, 


{ , Gribble, & Oddie), 28, 
oa Capas, ley Messrs. Torr re ey” le ) 


Jcun Anvuvn 112998, Ko, (Mesers. liiffe, Henley, & Sweet), 2, Bedford-row, W.C. 

by co former have received 12 per cent. in a 

In gacilen, LIBERAL DISCOUNTS are allow 
supplies good 


THE SOCIETY is to enable 


Solicitors, 
ape A EN all branches of thos Law 


smeome,thetaclven 17 ena the hghen fiir n7 ip 


Tischer 
51 & anc “eh ta Woe 


and the Society 
athe sg mperve ent os cumulative dividend, « before 
oo Gene nates con (a) Psat $7 papier: 4) Customers, A Fe Te horwnstet pout onbinee os on application to the Secretary, W. H. 8. 


ye ay ee 


0 Mita moan des jeqrmmente}, until t 


DI RECTORS : 


Loi W.0. 
LEY PARKER, 


RICHARD PENwinaron. 
64, Lincoln 





ia ae ind iar. 
or transact any work which 


12, NEW COURT, CAREY ‘81 STR ET, W.C. ; 


Esq. (Messrs. Lake, Beaumont, & Lake), 10, New-square, 


yatrest, Wi 


tay New-court, Oarey- 
._(M » & P ’ 
pmezom, Bea Hea, (Messrs Oookson, Wainewright & Pennington) 


Parkers, Pritchard & Sharpe), 
W.C. 9 Tt Bridge-street, Westminster, 


after which such Oustomers take the 


as shewn inthe Price List, 


6 on account and without requiring payments 


AND 49," YEDFORD ‘KOW, W.C. 
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